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A werk aco the chances of the Judicature Bill be- 
coming law this session seemed almost desperate. Buta 
week brings great changes; and at the present moment 
there seems great reason to believe that the Bill will pass. 
It.is true that pressure of business prevented the House 
of Commons from proceding with the report on Thursday 
evening: But there is no reason to apprehend any serious 
delay of the measure in the House of Commons. And 
now that the proposals as to Scotch and Irish appeals 
have been, for this session at least, abandoned, the most 
serious cause for opposition in the House of Lords has 
been removed. We have considered in another column 
some of the grounds of objection which may still be 
taken by the Lords. 

It would be premature perhaps to attempt anything 
like an exact survey of what this Bill, when it becomes 
law, as it seems likely to do, will really effect. And 
there will be plenty of time for the consideration of all 
such questions in the interval between the passing of 
the Act, and its coming into operation. But there are 
some general considerations of an importance which 
cannot be exaggerated; and which we are anxious from 
the very first to impress upon the minds of our readers. 
The Bill which has now so nearly reached its final shape, 
though it is, as we believe, founded upon sound prin- 
ciples, and of infinite value, is yet both full of faults of 
detail in many respects, and also in others little more 
than a skeleton measure to be filled up hereafter. This 
was perhaps inevitable; it would probably have been 
impossible, either in this or any other session, to pass a 
measure free from such defects. And we suspect 
that no one more fully appreciates these defects 
than Lord Selborne himself and those who have 
acted with him on behalf of the Government. But, 
in the first place, another session of Parliament is to in- 
tervene before the Act can come into operation. And in 
that session there can be little doubt, we think, that a 
Bill must be introduced to remedy some obvious faults 
in the present Bill, and supply many deficiencies which 
have now been overlooked, but which further reflection 
will make apparent. It seems to us specially to be de- 
sired that in the interval before next session practical 
men should give their most serious attention to the points 
in which the present Bill is defective, and the mode of 
mending it. ‘Take, for instance, the subject of the Court 
of Appeal, its sittings, and its distribution into Divisional 
Courts. No one is quite satisfied with the provisions of 
the Bill as it stands. Almost every lawyer would have 
been glad to see some such modification carried as that 
proposed by Mr. Amphlett. But partly, perhaps, because 
it was felt that a mistake of detail committed this session 
would not be irreparable, such suggestions had little 
chance of success in committee. Next session, after a 
period of calm reflection, when the broad outlines of the 
measure are no longer felt to be in danger, it may be far 
otherwise. Secondly, the Bill, which, as we have said, is in 
many points, especially in everything thataffects procedure, 
&mereskeleton,has to be clothed with flesh and blood by 





means of Rules of Court and Forms of Proceedings. To 
these matters, too, it is of supreme importance that prac- 
tical men should give from the first their earnest atten- 
tion. To whomsoever the duty of actually framing the 
rules and forms may be entrusted, the task will be about 
as anxious and difficult a one as could well be under- 
taken. And it will only be successfully carried out if 


the profession generally give their assistance by free 
discussion and intelligent suggestion. 





In commentinc on theclauses of the Judicature Bill which 
provided for Official and Special Referees (ante, p. 343) 
we spoke of those clauses as likely to be of great utility, 
but pointed out what seemed an inaccuracy in the 56th 
clause, which might have been read as implying that the 
official referees to whom the Court was empowered to 
refer matters might be persons of no legal training. The 
words creating this ambiguity have, as the Bill now 
stands, been omitted, the clause (now the 58th) only 
providing, in general terms, that the Court might refer to 
any “ official or special referee.” On the other hand, in 
clause 85, an attempt was made to limit the appointment 
of official referees to barristers of seven years’ and soli- 
citors of ten years’ standing. This attempt was un- 
successful; but we do not take the opposition to 
the amendment as meaning that it is intended to 
appoint to that position persons not possessed of any legal 
training. As we pointed out, the official referees are 
persons who will be required to take any and every kind 
of business. It may be safely said that there would be 
no such amount of strictly vieutific business as would 
fully employ the time of a scientific official referee. 
Even with respect to accounts, when it is considered how 
seldom any inquiry resolves itself into mere accountant’s 
work, it will not be found that theré are many cases 
where an inquiry can be referred to such persons. We 
have no doubt, therefore, that the choice of official 
referees will be determined by their legal qualification ; 
though the power to refer to a scientific man or an 
accountant as a special referee, will, in particular in- 
stances, be often extremely useful. The same end might 
be perhaps attained by dividing official referees into two 
classes ; those whose duty it would be to take references in 
general, and who would be continually employed, and 
those to whom particular inquiries might be sent when. 
the occasion required. 





THE uNaNmmity with which the proposal of the Govern- 
ment to transfer to the new Appeal Court all ecclesiasti- 
cal appeals has been welcomed is certainly strange; and 
we are not surprised that it excites the apprehension of 
such a staunch Church and State advocate as the well- 
known “ Anglicanus.”’ But it seems to us that his letter 
in Thursday’s Times is altogether beside the question. 
If we have caught its meaning aright, it is a protest 
against. transferring the jurisdiction of the Judicial 
Committee to the Supreme Court upon the ground that 
the new tribunal, being composed of laymen only, is not 
likely to be as wise or as liberal as the present. But no 
reason whatever is offered in support of this contention. 
It is true that the Judicial Committee, first, in the 
Gorham case, decided that baptismal regeneration was 
not the doctrine of the Church of England; secondly, in 
Mr. Wilson's case, that the verbal inspiration of the Holy 
Scriptures was an open question; and lastly, in Mr. 
Bennett's case, that something very like transubstantia- 
tion might lawfully be taught from the pulpits of the 
Established Church; and no doubt these decisions, 
all of which “ Anglicanus” considers quite right, left the 
National Church open to Low, Broad, and High Church- 
men. In this journal, of course, we are not concerned 
with the theological bearings of these threefamous judg- . 
ments. Let it be granted, as “ Anglicanus’’ clearly thinks, 
that such unrestricted liberty of opinion in the National 
Church is a good thing. What is there to show that the 
clerical element of the Judicial Committee has conduced 
toit? Nothing; indeed the evidence is that upon one 
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occasion at least the clerical members of the Committee 
did their best to prevent such liberty being conceded. 
We are at a loss, therefore, to understand the arguments 
of “ Anglicanus.” It is only since the year 1840 that 
bishops have been necessarily members of the Ecclesias- 
tical Court of Appeal, although previously some of them 
were occasionally appointed Delegates. As, however, we 
pointed out last week, in the great majority of cases the 
Delegates were all laymen, and therefore the Judicature 
Bill merely proposes to revert to an old practice. Why 
a. Court composed of the first lawyers in England should 
be suspected of less liberality than a Court composed of 
any privy councillors whom the Prime Minister chooses 
to cause to be summoned, whether they be trained 
lawyers or not, and of two ecclesiastics as “odd men,” 
we are ata loss toconceive. To us it appears that the 
Government proposal is a wise one. It makes the con- 
stitution of the Appeal Court certain, and not dependent 
upon caprice ; and the exclusion of the clerical element, 
we may say without any disrespect to the episcopal bench, 
will not diminish the efficieacy of the Court. The com- 
pulsory presence,of two bishops on an ecclesiastical 
appeal was enacted for the first time by the Church 
Discipline Act (3 & 4 Vict. c. 86) and is therefore not an 
arrangement which can claim long prescription in its 
favour. “ Anglicanus” need not be apprehensive. The 
new Court will certainly be as satisfactory and as free 
from sectarian bias as the present tribunal. 





THE QUESTION OF THE BREACH Of privilege of the House 
of Lords, supposed to be involved in the proposed exten- 
sion of the appellate jurisdiction of the new Court of 
Appeal to Ireland and Scotland, formed the subject of 
an animated debate in the Commons on Monday last. 
It does not seem to us, however, that anything trans- 
pired on that occasion calling for any addition to our 
previous remarks on this question. The only point of 
any novelty was the suggestion—not, indeed, made in the 
House, but put forward in the Zimes, and commented 
upon (somewhat unnecessarily) by Mr. Disraeli—that the 
Bankruptcy Acts of 1861 and 1869, or one of them, had 
involved this question. This, however, arises from what 
we cannot help characterising as a most superficial mis- 
apprehension of the question at issue. It has never 
been, and could never be, contended that either House 
of Parliament had any special privilege connected with 
a Bill affecting equally the rights and privileges of both; 
and readers of the Acts in question, as well as of the Act 
of George III., which has since been prayed in aid by 
the Times, will look in vain for any clause specifically 
affecting any privilege of peerage, though there certainly 
are clauses which have materially affected privileges of 
Parliament. The question raised in the Duke of New- 
castle’s case was nct whether the Act did or not speci- 
fically deal with peers—it was admitted that it did not 
do so—but whether, by a slip in the repealing clause, 
peers, who had been admittedly within the Act of 1861, 
had, if non-traders, been omitted from the Act of 1869; 
a point which manifestly has nothing to do with this 
question of privilege. Indeed the nature of the case, 
which requires that every Bill should be commenced in 
one or other House, sufficiently proves that there can be no 
privilege of either, unless it be exclusively affected. 

Since this debate took place, however, the Government, 
in order to secure the passing of the Bill without delay, 
have determined to abandon even the semblance of 
breach of privilege, and the question has therefore been 
relegated to those shadowy regions from which it is 
much to be regretted that it ever emerged. 





Ix a BANKRUPTCY case recently before the Liverpool 
‘County Court, a report of which will be found in another 
column, the question was raised at the first meeting of 
the creditors whether the solicitor to the petitioning cre- 
ditor was bound to prepare the proofs of debts of any cre- 
-ditors who chose to ask him. The solicitor in the case 
argued that he was not bound to do so, but the registrar 





decided that it was his duty to prepare the proofs if re. 
quested. The registrar said that this was the practice 
under the old bankruptcy law, and, unless a direct rule 
to the contrary could be shown, that practice must be 
followed. He also said that in the absence of special 
circumstances the solicitor must prepare the affidavits 
without remuneration. It appears to us that this deci. 
sion cannot be supported. The 127th Bankruptcy Rule 
of 1870 provides that “a creditor shall bear the cost of 
making proof of his debt, unless the Court shall other. 
wise specially order’; and the prescribed advertisement 
of the first general meeting (No. 26 in the schedule) ends 
by saying “ creditors must forward their proofs of debts 
to the registrar.” The plain meaning of the rule and 
advertisement is that creditors should prepare their affi- 
davits at their own expense before coming to the first 
meeting. 

We understand that under the old practice a pay- 
ment of 1s. 6d. was allowed to the petitioning creditor's 
solicitor for each proof prepared by him for country cre- 
ditors. 





Ox Tuurspay last the Lords Justices reversed the 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins in Gray v. Lewis (17 
W. R. 431, L. R. 8 Eq. 526), so far as it affected two of 
the defendants, Messrs. Lewis and Henshaw. The decree 
was made as long ago as February, 1869. An appeal 
was presented by the defendants in question; and the 
National Bank, which was declared jointly liable with 
them to pay a sum of £200,000, appealed separately. A 
compromise was afterwards entered into between the 
plaintiff and the bank, by which the whole demand was 
to be satisfied. Messrs. Lewis and Henshaw were not 
parties to this compromise, ard their appeal, though not 
prosecuted, was never withdrawn. In the subsequent 
suit of Parker v. Lewis (21 W. R. 377), Vice-Chancellor 
Malins declared them, as directors of the bank, and 
another director, who was not a party to Gray v. Lewis, 
jointly and severally liable to make good to the bank 
what the bank had to pay under the compromise. From 
this decision the three directors appealed, and Messrs. 
Lewis and Henshaw then asked that their appeal in 
Gray v. Lewis might be restored to the paper and heard, 
so as, if possible, to remove whatever prejudice the de- 
cree in that suit might create against them in Parker 
v. Lewis. The result is that, as far as they are concerned, 
the decree in Gray v. Lewis is reversed, and the bill 
dismissed. This amounts in effect to a reversal of the 
decree altogether, as the principle on which the bank 
were held liable was, that they had received money by 
means of a breach of trust committed by the other de- 
fendants, with notice of the breach of trust. Lord 
Justice James expressed his opinion that the bill in Gray 
v. Lewis was as demurrable as a bill could be. There 
was, he said, a wrong plaintiff, a wrong forum, and 
no cause of action by a right plaintiff in the right 
forum. The most important point to be noted in 
the decision is this: that in cases similar to the present 
where there is a corporate body, capable itself of suing, 
that body is the proper plaintiff and the sole plaintiff. In 
Gray v. Lewis Laffitte & Co. (Limited) ought to have been 
the plaintiffs. We may add that the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decision in Gray v. Lewis has been so much commented 
upon during the last few years that its reversal is a 
matter of more than ordinary interest. 





AFTER A KEEN contest, Mr. John Braddick Monckton, 
of No. 17, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor, has been elected 
Town Clerk of London. Seven candidates, four of 
whom were barristers, went to the poll. Mr. Monckton 
was admitted in Trinity Term, 1854. 





IutnEss or Lorp Westsury.—We regret to learn that 
Lord Westbury is very seriously ill. His state is said to 
- = as to cause the greatest anxiety to his family and 
riends, 
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RECENT STOCK EXCHANGE CASES, 

The decision of the Court of Exchequer in the im- 
portant case of Duncan y. Hill (19 W. R. 894, L. R. 6 
Eq. 255) was lately reversed in the Exchequer Cham- 
per. A report of the proceedings on appeal will be 
found in this day’s number of the Weekly Reporter. 
In that case the broker having carried over shares for his 
principal to the next account-day, became, before that 
day arrived, a defaulter; and under the rule of the 
Stock Exchange all his transactions (and it will be 
remembered that by the rules of the Stock Exchange its 
members are principals in all transactions done there) 
were closed at the then current prices, and the result was 
that he became liable to pay a large sum for differences. 
This sum he, on behalf of his creditors, sought to recover 
from his principal, and in the Court below it was held 
that the rules of the Stock Exchange were so far incor- 
porated into the contract between the principal and his 
broker, as to make the principal liable to repay the sum 
which his broker thus became liable to pay. No case 
had before decided how far the rules of the Stock Ex- 
change were incorporated into the contract between the 
principal and his broker, although it had been settled 
that the principal was subject to them, so far as they 
affected the contract made upon the Exchange. So that, 
for instance in this case, the principal would have been 
obliged to submit to the premature closing of his broker's 
account. The Exchequer Chamber passed by in silence 
{necessarily assuming the contrary) the suggestion that 
the principal employed the broker subject to all the 
incidents of the market in which the broker dealt, so as 
to become liable to repay him all sums which, by virtue 
of its rules, he might on any ground become liable to 
pay in respect of the transaction he was employed to do, 
and whilst it was pending; and decided against the 
plaintiff's claim upon the broad ground that, although a 
principal is bound to indemnify his agent against all 
expenditure made or loss incurred by him in carrying 
out his principal’s instructions, the agent cannot claim 
against his principal for expenditure or loss which 
is caused through his own default. The sale was, as 
between the principal and the broker, an unauthorised 
sale and contrary to the principal’s instructions, and no 
claim could arise out of it. If, indeed, the defaulting of 
the broker had been caused by the defendant’s not 
paying him the differences which he had become liable 
for on the carrying over (and in fact he had not paid 
them), the Court intimated the case might have been 
different, but they were not satisfied that this was 
so. It may be said that throughout the argument the 
only doubt which the Court seemed to entertain was, 
how far the defendant could, as against his broker, be 
affected by the rules; it is to be regretted, therefore, 
that this part of the case is passed over in total silence. 

It remains to consider the bearing of Duncan v. Hill 
upon Scrimgeour’s case, which we noticed last week. In 
commenting on that case we carefully abstained from 
connecting it with Duncan vy. Hill, or from deducing 
from it any general principles; and a further considera- 
tion of the case seems to us fully to justify this course. 
When the facts in Scrimgeour's case are examined, they 
appear to be as follows:—Messrs. Scrimgeour bought 
stock for Sir Robert Harvey with money of their own, 
that is, money which they had borrowed from their 
bankers, and for which they were personally liable. The 
case then stood thus: the stock was Sir Robert's, but 
Sir Robert was debtor to Messrs Scrimgeour for the 
amount of the purchase-money; Sir Robert was under 
Obligation to repay Messrs. Scrimgeour that sum; 
Messrs. Scrimgeour was under obligation, on being paid 
that sum, to hand over the stock. So things went on 
from one account-day to another, not because there was 
then pending any contract on the Stock Exchange with 
respect to these shares which required settlement on the 
account-day, but because the account-day was a time with 
reference to which Sir Robert and his brokers naturally 
arranged their stock transactions. On the 14th July 








Sir Robert instructs his brokers to sell half the stock; 
his brokers do so, and receive the amount. Now, 
then, Sir Robert’s debt to Messrs. Scrimgeour is dimi- 
nished by the amount so received, but he remains 
debtor for the balance, and Messrs. Scrimgeour remain 
under obligation to deliver the residue of the stock 
on being paid the balance. But on the 16th and 17th 
Messrs. Scrimgeour, without instructions, sell the rest of 
the stock (over which they had power) and realise a sum 
of money. What then? How is the debt affected ? 
In no way, except that they must give credit to Sir 
Robert for the sum realised by the sale of his property. 
They do so give him credit and claim the balance. They 
might be liable to a cross claim by Sir Robert's estate if 
the unauthorised sale caused a loss, which, in fact, it did 
not; but how could the unauthorised sale extinguish 
the debt already due, or do more than reduce it by the 
amount received from the sales and to be credited to Sir 
Robert ? 

If this is the true state of facts, and we believe it is, 
the question is reduced to one of almost ludicrous sim- 
plicity. The claim was nota claim arising out of the 
brokers’ wrongful act, but out of a pre-existing debt; it 
was not a claim for differences, but a claim for the pur- 
chase-money of the stock. There is no decision as to the 
rules of the Stock Exchange; there is no decision as to 
the rights of an agent to sell property of his principal, 
in respect of which he has incurred liability ; there is no 
decision as to the effect upon an agent’s rights of his 
principal's insolvency, or presumed prospective insol- 
vency; there is no decision which has any bearing on 
Duacan v. Hill, or on which Duncan v. Hill has any 
bearing. It is only a decision that, if a creditor, in 
order to pay himself, sells property of his debtor which 
he has the power to dispose of, the debt owing to him is 
not extinguished, even though the sale were wrongful; 


; he still remains entitled to sue for the debt, but must 


account to the debtor for the proceeds. And, indeed, 
we should be very much surprised to see a plea by a 
debtor setting up such a defence as was opposed to 
Messrs. Scrimgeour’s claim. If this is so, the only 
wonder is that the brokers did not, at an earlier period, 
rest their claim on so plain and clear a footing, instead 
of embarrassing it with a crowd of intricate and doubt- 
ful usages. But, apparently, to a member of the Stock 
Exchange, nothing seems a contract that has not a name- 
ticket in it, or, at the least, a continuance. 








THE JUDICATURE BILL. 

As the Government have wisely resolved not to embark 
upon a contest with the House of Lords in which, as we 
showed last week, they must inevitably have been 
defeated, quite irrespective of the merits of the quarrel, 
it may now be regarded as not quite hopeless to expect 
the Judicature Bill, in some form or other, to pass into 
law in the present session. 

The principles of this measure, and its chief merits and 
defects, as well as the nature and reasonableness, or the 
contrary, of the objections to it which were offered on the 
part of the Equity Bar and others, have been already so 
fully discussed in this journal that we do not now pro- 
pose to go over any portion of the same ground; but the 
measure has been so considerably metamorphosed in its 
passage through Committee in the House of Commons 
that it may be worth while to glance shortly at the lead- 
ing “amendments,” with a view to enable us to form 
some sort of conjecture of the reception with which the 
altered measure will meet in the House of Lords. 
Upon this reception its fate must ultimately depend. 
For should that House refuse to agree to, or even con- 
siderably alter, any of the more important amendments 
of the Commons, it would be, at this period of the 
session, simply hopeless to expect the Bill to pass, at least 
without an utterly unprecedented and inconceivable 
amount of yielding on the part of the Government. 

The “amendments” of the Commons which are likely 
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to give rise to opposition in the Lords may be divided 
into two groups: those tending to impair the efficiency 
of the judicial staff, and those tending to increase the 
labours of the Court of Appeal. For the first group the 
Government is entirely answerable, not only as having 
themselves introduced them, but also as having opposed 
totis viribus every proposition, from whatever quarter, 
having any tendency in the contrary direction. Even 
that enthusiastic economist, Mr. Vernon Harcourt, who 
seems to think that judges and lawyers, like automata, 
require neither rest nor relaxation, found himself unable 
to secure for the judges of appeal a continuance of that 
salary which has hitherto been considered essential to 
their position. That the probable result of this niggard- 
liness will be a repetition of the difficulty which led to 
the “Collier Scandal"—nay, that it may not impossibly 
issue in filling the Court of Final Appeal with judges 
manifestly inferior, not only to many of the Judges of First 
Instance, but to the leaders of the Bar—however grievous 
such ascandal would be in theeyesof the public andthe pro- 
fession, seemsto beregarded bythe Government as wholly 
insignificant. Indeed, from the complacency with which 
Mr. Gladstone alluded to the salaried members of the 
Judicial Committee in the course of the debate, it may 
be fairly inferred that he has either forgotten the cir- 
cumstances which gave rise to the gravest judicial 
scandal of modern times, or considers it rather creditable 
than otherwise that the highest judicial offices short of 
the woolsack should be hawked about Westminster Hall 
only to be rejected by those whose acceptance of them 
would have been desirable. What the public will say 
when it learns—as, sooner or later, if this Bill passes in its 
present shape, it must learn—that the great Court from 
which so much was expected, and whose decisions are to 
settle the law of England without appeal, has been 
deprived of the services of the most desirable men 
for the sake of some £5,000 (or at most £6,000) a 
year, we had rather not conjecture; but we, at least, 
willhave “delivered our souls,” and be freefrom complicity 
in one of the most “ penny-wise’’ proceedings which has 
ever come under our cognizance. 

In this case, moreover, which is the most important 
to our mind of all the injuries infiicted upon this 
Bill by the Commons, there are grave difficulties 
in the way of redress at the hands of the Lords. 
For it is at least probable that any alteration of a 
“red letter clause” by the Upper House would be— 
or, what is the same thing, be treated as—a breach of the 
privileges of the Commons; and the Lords are not likely 
to imperil the entire measure by taking this course, even 
if, as has been hinted, they would witness its failure, if 
not directly chargeable against themselves, without dis- 
satisfaction. They might, indeed, strike out the clause 
altogether, leaving it to the Commons to reintroduce it, 
or a substitute for it, in an amended form ; but this would 
expose them to the risk of a simple acquiescence in the 
amendment by tte Commons, in which case the Bill 
would pass without any provision whatever for the salaries 
of the Judges. It is to be hoped—albeit somewhat 
against hope—that the tact and sense of the Officers of 
State in the House of Lords may find a way to some 
arrangement of this difficulty which will neither involve 
the postponement of the Bill nor the spectacle of a Court of 
Final Appeal whose members are paid at the rate of—and 
will therefore be taken from the same class as—the Puisne 
Judges. 

A more striking, but in our view, far less important, 
alteration is the clause requiring future ex-Chancel- 
lors to serve as ordinary Judges of Appeal. On principle 
this is clearly right, and we cannot suppose that, if put 
upon a proper footing, any objection could be taken to it, 
whether by an existing ex-Chancellor or by any future 
aspirant to the office. But with that singular fatality 
for doing even right things in a wrong way which 
seems, at some times to pursue all men, and at all times 
to pursue some men, the provision for this purpose in- 
serted in the present Bill almost seems to have been 





studiously contrived to deter men of mark and position 
from accepting the office of Lord Chancellor in the 
future. We lay no stress on the fact that a future ex. 
Chancellor is to receive no larger salary for the regular 
performance of his duties as a Judge than an existing 
ex-Chancellor receives as pension for doing as much or 
as little as he pleases in the House of Lords or Judicial 
Committee, nor yet upon the want of any such reason. 
able limit of age as was contained in Lord Hatherley’s 
Bill of 1871—though neither of these considerations is 
likely to be altogether without weight; but no one 
can regard this provision without being struck by the 
indignity to which, so far as the Bill is concerned, ex. 
Chancellors are subjected, in the absence of any regula. 
tion fixing their position and precedence. And it is no 
answer to say, as was said by the Solicitor-General in the 
debate on this point, that this can be obviated by her 
Majesty, under her power of granting precedence as she 
pleases; such a matter as this ought not to be left to 
discretion, least of all, as this is, to the discretion of 
political opponents. The practical result of the altera- 
tion is to render the post of Lord Chancellor—taking into 
account the frequent changes of Government which take 
place now-a-days—so much less desirable than that of 
Attorney-General, that no Attorney-General of the 
future will be likely to accept the woolsack, unless he is 
either unfit for the lower position, or so far worn out as 
to be desirous of retirement. 

Of the reasoning which has induced the Commons to 
reduce the proposed number of Judges of First Instance 
in the face of steadily accumulating arrears of business, 
as it is impossible to say anything commendatory, it is, 
perhaps, better to say nothing at all. The fact remains, 
that while the abolition of affidavit evidence will more 
than double the labour of the Equity Judges, already 
unable to keep down the arrears of their work, the 
slight extra force proposed by the Bill as it left 
the Lords has been taken away, and the Judges 
are left with no alternative but either to delegate theit 
judicial functions wholesale to others (referees, chief 
clerks, arbitrators, or whom you please, all of whom are 
but makeshifts for want of proper judicial force) or to 
see the arrear of causes steadily increasing in spite of 
their best efforts, till the delays in the Chancery Division of 
the new Supreme Court become as notorious a bye-word 
as ever were those of the Court of Chancery in the days 
of Lord Eldon. 

(To be continued.) 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


COMMON LAW. 
PAYMENT TO ADMINISTRATORS. 
Mitchell v. Holmes, Ex., 21 W. R. 412, L. R. 8 Ex. 119, 


The decision in this case is so much contrary to the 
justice of the matter, that we cannot but wish that the 
Court could have arrived at a contrary conclusion. The 
owner of property on which an annuity was charged, 
after the death of the annuitant, paid arrears of the 
annuity to her husband, who afterwards died without 
having taken out administration to his wife. The son 
of the annuitant (who was also executor to his father) 
afterwards took out administration to his mother, and 
in an action of replevin the question was, whether the 
payment to the father was good. The case exactly re~ 
sembled in substance that of Mitchell v. Moorman (1 
Y. & J. 21), and the Court, following and approving of 
that case, decided that the payment was no defence. 
In the case cited, Graham, B., dissentéd from the judg- 
ment of the Court, and said—“ The action is directly 
against the real merits of the case. The money having 
been paid to the sole person entitled, bat who did not 
take out administration, the plaintiff, who is a perfect 
stranger, except as representative of the very man to 
whom the money was paid, comes and claims this debt 
as administrator to Rebecca Humphrey. Now, it seems 
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to me that the plaintiff is identified with James Hum- 
phrey, and has no right to call upon the defendant to 

y this money a second time, which was paid to his 
testator under whom he claims.” This reasoning is so 
forcible that it seems to require very strong reasons to 
answer it. Such reasons would be found if it appeared 
that the estate of the deceased was subject to creditors’ 
claims; but that could not well be the case here, because 
the deceased had been a married woman for many years. 
In Bailey v. Finch (20 W. R. 294, L. R. 7 Q. B. 34) the 
Court thought themselves entitled to look at the real 
interest. 


Locat Government Act, 1858—Piacz navine a Known 
on Derinep Bounpary. 


The Queen v. The Local Government Board, Q.B., 21 
W. R. 445 L. R. 8 Q. B. 227. 


It seems strange that the point should never have been 
decided before, but now that it is decided it is worth while 
to record it, that the words “ place having a known or de- 
fined boundary,” in the Local Government Act, 1858, s. 12, 
include not only places bounded by strictly legal limits, 
as, for instance, townships or parishes; but any places 
which have acquired a distinct name and a known and 
definite, though not a legal, boundary, although they may 
comprise parts of several distinct parishes. 


Surety—ConcEALMENT. 


Lawder v. Simpson, C. P. (Ix.), 21 W. R. 439. 
McGowan & Co. (Limited) v. Dyer, Q. B., 21 W. RB. 560, 
L. R. 8 Q. B. 141. 

These two cases illustrate much the same point. In 
both a surety was sued; in both the surety raised an 
equitable defence, founded on the conduct, not of the 
beneficial creditor, but of a person acting on his behalf. 
In both the defence failed. In Lawder v. Simpson it was, 
indeed, the plaintiff, the legal creditor, who had failed to 
communicate to the defendant when he was about to be- 
come surety for a high constable, the fact that the debtor 
had previously committed certain irregularities in that 
office; but the plaintiff, though the nominal creditor, 
was, in fact, only suing upon a bond given to him as 
treasurer for a county; and it was held that as he was 
acting only in a public capacity, and on behalf of the 
county, in taking the bond, the defence would not avail. 
“The conscience of the plaintiff can have nothing to do 
with the case. He is only suing as a treasurer upon a bond, 
and, as such treasurer, his conscience cannot be bound. 
He does not appoint the high constable, nor is he able to 
dismiss him Upon the death of the treasurer, 
the succeeding treasurer, after filing a suggestion, may 
sue on the bond in the same manner as the succeeding 
Attorney-General does on the death of his predecessor 
in office.’ This is not very clearly expressed; the 
defence does not turn so much on who is suing as upon 
who took the bond, for the defence is that at the time of 
making the bond something ought to have been com- 
municated to the surety which was not. The true 
ground appears to be, that the treasurer was neither 
the beneficial plaintiff, nor in taking the bond acted in 
any sense as agent for the beneficial plaintiff, but was 
merely an official person, the statutory obligee of a bond, 
made without his intervention, and with reference to an 
appointment over which he had no control. Whether in 
such a transaction anyone could be agent for the county 
in such a sense as to make his reticence an answer to an 
action on behalf of the county must be doubtful; but 
there was certainly nothing to show that the treasurer 
Occupied that position. 

In McGowan & Co. v. Dyer, the defence raised was 
equally remote from the plaintiffs. The defendant had 
become surety, on the understanding with the debtor 
that the guaranteed debt should be paid out of moneys 
coming to the debtor from a third person, of which 
understanding the plaintiffs had notice. The managing 
director of the plaintiff company afterwards obtained 


payment of a private debt of his own out of the fund 
thus destined to secure the defendant. The managing 
director was but an agent of the plaintiffs; but in 
getting satisfaction of his private debt he was not their 
agent at all. “It could not be said if goods or funds 
pledged with a surety were improperly taken by a person 
acting for himself that the surety would be discharged, 
if it could be shown that the wrongdoer was a clerk or 
other agent of the principal creditor, though not acting 
in any way for his employer when he did the wrongful 
act, nor in pursuance of any authority, express or im- 
plied, from him. The case would have been quite 
different if the loan from Christie (the managing 
director), though in his own name, had really been on 
behalf of the company.” In the supposed case, it would 
seem, from Woulf v. Jay (20 W. R. 1030, L. R. 7 Q. B. 
756), that the obligation of the surety would be ex- 
tinguished to the extent to which it would have been 
met by the fund, then directed to another purpose; for 
the case cannot be put higher than that of a collateral 
security lost through the neglect of the principal creditor. 


Sate iv Marxer Overt.—Horses. 
Moran v. Pitt. Q. B., 21 W. R. 525. 

It is not often that a question arises as to sale in 
market overt. The last occasion on which we remember 
the point to have arisen was in connection with the great 
opium robbery in the city, about ten years ago. The 
stolen opium was sold to the plaintiff, a drug merchant, 
carrying on business in the city, and it was contended on 
his behalf (in an interpleader issue between him and the 
dock company, from whose premises the opium had been 
taken) that the property had passed to him, because the 
sale was a sale in market overt. The plaintiff's con- 
tention was that every sale in a shop in London was a 
sale in market overt, and that this privilege existed for 
the protection of the shopkeeper as well as of his custo- 
mers. It was not necessary to determine this latter 
point, because the Court held that the protection given 
to sales in market overt extended only to the sale of goods. 
present in the market, and exposed to sale there during: 
the whole making of the contract; it did not therefore 
apply to this case, which was a sale by sample (Crane 
v. The London Dock Compang, 12 W. R. 745). In 
Moran v. Pitt the question arose upon the sale of a 
horse; the plaintiff relied upon a sale in market overt;. 
the defendant replied that the formalities required by 
2&3P.&M.c.7 & 31 Eliz. c. 12, for the sale of horses 
in markets had not been complied with, and that the sale- 
was therefore not a sale in market overt, and did not 
divest the title of the true owner; the plaintiff, relying 
on the object of these Acts (to prevent horse stealing), 
contended that they applied only to horses stolen, which 
this horse was not proved to be; but the Court, follow- 
ing old decisions, held that the statutes were of general 
application. 








VENTILATION oF Courts oF Justice.—The Times’ reporter 
on the Northern Circuit, writing from Durham, says :—‘* It 
hag been a general subject of observation among the bar, 
and a great source of comfort to them and all others who 
have been compelled by business to give a close attendance 
in court daring the hot weather which has prevailed during 
the Assizes, that the courts here have been almost per- 
fectly ventilated. During the long trial for murder, when 
the Criminal Court was densely crowded throughout two 
long days, the temparature inside the court never rose 
more than two degrees higher than that outside, and the 
court was always, therefore, cool and pleasant. The sys- 
tem of ventilation adopted here when the courts were re- 
constructed and remodelled about four years ago is & 
system of fans, by which it appears the temperature can be 
regulated with the greatest nicety, and it has worked so 
admirably since its introduction here, and has rendered 
these courts so different in point of comfort from most 
others, that it seems a pity it should not be appreciated 
elsewhere, and worked with similar results in other 





courts.” 
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NOTES. 


“4 Barrister,’ writing to the Times of last Saturday, 
tefers to Horsnail v. Bruce, 21 W. R. 597, as a case 
strongly exemplifiying the necessity of a code. The 
writer says :—‘‘ The entangled siate of the Statute Law 
is so pointedly instanced in the Chief Justice’s judgment 
that it seems to me worth publishing as extensively 
as possible, to show to those who are not in the legal pro- 
fession and are not in the habit of studying law reports the 
quality of the statutes upon which their rights and 
liberties depend, and the immediate need there is of a 
code. I need only add that the question in the case 
related to a man’s liberty—a subject which is always 
regarded as of the highest importance inour law. The 
case was that a County Court Judge made an order 
for the committal of a debtor to prison for forty days for 
not paying a jadgment debt. The debtor was arrested as 
he was returning from Petty Sessions, where he had been 
as a witness, and, being thus privileged from arrest, he 
was discharged after four days by Judge’s order. He 
was then summoned again upon a judgment summons, 
and afresh order for imprisonment was made, and the 
question before the Court of Common Pleas was whether 
he could be legally arrested the second time.” After 
stating the Chief Justice’s judgment the writer pro- 
ceeds:—‘‘This is a fair sample of the muddle con- 
stantiy to be found in our Statute Law, and this is the 
law which all the Queen’s snbjects are supposed to know. 
In the end the Court thonght the second order of com- 
mitment was wrong, so that if the 
arrested before the case was argued, as probably he was, a 
périod of nearly two months having elapsed between the 
crder and the argament, the unfortunate man was shut up 
n prison when he oaght to have been at liberty. If we 
had acode the law might be made clear, and, instead of 
the confusion arising from innumerable conflicting 
statutes and sections, we should have one concise state- 
ment of the law, and one only, to refer to, and then there 
would be little difficulty in ascertaining what the Legis- 
lature meant.” 


The foilowing letter on Delays in Chancery, signed by 
<*a Solicitor,” appeared in Thursday's Times :—‘ Referring 
to my letters which appeared in the Zimes of the 24th of 
April and the Sth of May, my special case was in the paper 
before the Vice-Chancellor Malins on Tuesday—that is, 
one year and eighteen days after it was set down for hearing. 
It would probably have been disposed of, but unfortunately 
a child was born not many days since, which materially 
alters the state of the case and renders amendments un- 
avoidable, thereby cansing considerable additional expense, 
and the hearisg necessarily stands over till November. 
Nature will not postpone heroperations to suit the delays of 
the Court of Chancery {It seems incredib'e that the Solicitor- 
General should, in his place in the House of Commons, 
assert that there are no arrears of business in the Conrt of 
Chancery. Within the Jast two or three weeks the Conrt 
presented this anomalous position:—The Lord Chancellor 
was doing the work of the Master of the Rolls, thereby 
neglecting (I do not use the word offensively) his duty as 
the Head of the Court of Appeal in Chancery. The Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon was sitting in Bankruptcy, thereby 
neglecting bie duty as a Vice-Chancellor. The Lord 
Jastice Mellish was engaged hearing appeals before the 
Privy Council, thereby neglecting hia duty as one of the 
Judges of the Court of Appeal in Chancery. The other 
Lord Justice was at the same time engaged in reversing a 
decision of one of the Vice-Chancellors—opinion against 
opinion, or one to one—an excellent Court of Appeal ! 
Traly a state of matters creditable to the nation, and most 
satisfactory to the suitors of the Court of Chancery! The 
state of business in the chambers of the Vice-Chancellors 
is traly deplorable.” 


In a case of Dinning v. Oliver, tried at Durham, before Mr. 
Justice Qaain, on the 10th inst., the jadge bad occasion to 
make some severe commeuts on the way in which certain 
pr ceedings had been conducted by the South Shields bench 
of magistrates. The p'sintiff had enforced the provisions of 
the Licensing Act against the defendant on account of his 


debtor bad been | 





supplying the plaintiff's drunken brother with drink. The 
defendant was fined, and afterwards. charged the plaintiff 
with perjury. The charge of perjury was dismissed by the 
magistrates, and the present action was one for malicious 
prosecution. During the hearing of the case the learned 
judge expressed considerable surprise at the manner in which 
the proceedings had been conducted, particularly at there being 
no notes or record preserved of the evidence given in the 
first case for supplying the drink, and at the fact that, on 
the summons for perjury, there was no notice given to the 
defendant in that case of what the perjury charged against 
him was. It appeared, also, that when the charge of perjury 
was heard it was adjourned, and at the second hearing only 
one of the magistrates present had been at the first hearing, 
so that the charge was dismissed by a bench, only one of 
whom had heard the examination ard cross-examination 
of the prosecutor. 








REVIEWS. 


Cracroft’s Trustees’ Guide. A Synopsis of the Ordinary Powers 
of Trustees in regard to Investments, with Practical 
Directions, and Tables of Securities. London : Edward 
Stanford. 

The remark with which this book opens seems a truism ; 
but it is one which cannot be too often impressed on trustees : 
—‘‘ Every prudent trustee,” says the writer, ‘will, in the 
first place, ascertain from the instrument creating his trust, 
the securities in which he is authorised toinvest.”” We may 
add that in this process the prudent trustee will obtain the 
advice of his solicitor. Having done this, we think he will 
find the work betore us of service in assisting him in the 
selection of an investment. The notice of the powers of in- 
vestment given by the law to trustees, which occupies 15 
out of the 143 pages of the book, could hardly le expected 
within that compass to deal with the whole subject of the 
duties of trustees in resect of investments, but it containsa 
useful summary, expressed in plain and concise language, of 
the effect of the recent statutes, and many of the cases on the 
subject. Section 1 relates to investments by trustees under 
instruments which do not name the securities to be em- 
ployed; section 2 to investments by trustees under in- 
struments which name the securities; and section 3 to 
corporations and trustees holding money in trust tor any 
public or charitable purpose. General directions are 
appended, which may be followed with advantage by 
trustees. 

The second part of the book is likely to be of considerable 
and permanent value. It consists uf tables of securities 
under the headings of statutory and other investments ; 
colonial, &., government securities; foreign government 
securities; United States Government, &e., s>curities ; 
British railways; ordinary stock; preference stock; 
lines leased at fixed rentals and debenture stocks ; Indian 
railway debentures and debenture stocks ; American rail- 
ways; foreign railways and miscellaneous companies. 
Under each of these headings full details are given relating 
to more than a thousand securities, and the highest and 
lowest prices from 1868 or the time of issue to the preseat 
year are stated. 

The tables are most conveniently arranged, and cannot 
fail to prove useful to all investors. 


Lincoln's Inn, its Ancient and Modern Buildings, with an 
Account of the Library, By Wi.11AM HoLven SPILspory, 
ae Second edition. London: Reeves & Turner. 
1873. 

In this edition Mr. Spilsbury, while diminishing the bulk 
of his book, has succeeded in adding to its interest. The 
work contains @ very complete history of the Inn, full of 
curious details, and written in an agreeable style. Nothing 
appears to have escaped Mr. Spilsbury’s notice. All the 
buildings are minutely described, and even the magnificant 
work of art which occupies the centre of New-square receives 
notice. We are glad to have Mr. Spilsbury’s authority for 
the statement that it is the ‘‘ basin for an intended foun- 
tain ;”’ but we should have been still more gratified if he 
could have informed us when the “ intended” is likely to 
become the actual, A considerable part of the book is de- 
voted to a description of the Library of the Inn, aud in this 
chapter Mr. Spilsbury gives many interesting particulars 
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with reference to the ancient law treatises and the treasures 
of the collection under his care. Among these one of the 
most valuable is the copy of the Introduction to Prynne’s 
Records, which Mr. Spilsbury believes to be the only one in 
existence, and to have been reserved in the author’s hands 
for his own use during the progress of the work through the 
press. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tar INCORPORATED Liaw SociETY AND THE METROPOLITAN 
AND Provincial Law ASSOCIATION. 


Sir,—The committee of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association having in a circular just issued invited 
the opinion of its members upon the question a3 to the de- 
sirability of an amalgamation of that association with the 
Iucorporated Law Society, I am desirous of stating the 
reasons which appear to mo strongly to recommend the 
amalgamation of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association with, or its absorption by, the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

I am thoroughly sensible of the great benefit which the 
profession, especially the country portion of it, has derived 
from the work carried on for now so many years by the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, which has, 
I consider, satisfactorily accomplished tho object for 
which it was set on foot; espeeially would I refer to that 
characteristic feature of the association—the annual pro- 
vincial meetings—the advantages of which cannot be over- 
estimated, for they have keen the means of bringing to- 
gether, aud in many instances forming cordial friendships 
between, members of the profession scattered over widely 
different parts of the country ; and, through the adoption 
of the excellent practice of reading and discussing papers 
on legal topics, many able men have been brought into de- 
served prominence and wider repute who would not other- 
wise have been known beyond their own localities. 

As regards its central organisation, I can readily believe 
that this also has been of great benefit to the country 
practitioners, whose interests, no doubt, in years past, were 
not sufficiently cared for by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

“ Circumstances,” however, to use a well-worn proverb, 
‘alter cases,” and circumstances have now, in my opinion, 
materially altered the position of affairs. 

The Incorporated Law Society is quickening with new 
life, and reforms have been adopted in its constitution 
which wil! greatly popularise the management of its affairs 
and introduce a fairly proportionate provincial element into 
its governing body. 

I believe, also, that the Council and general body 
would be willing, in the event of the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association becoming defunct, to organise 
and carry on the annual provincial gatherings, the im- 
portance of which I so fully appreciate ; and gatherings so 
conducted would gain in importance and interest and be 
more fruitful in their results. 

Under these very changed circumstances, therefore, it 
appears to me that the raison d'étre for the further con. 
tinuance of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion has ceased tw exist, and, if so, then I entertain a clear 
opinion that in the interests of the entire profession it is 
far better that it should be represented by one, and only one, 
powerful organisation, having its central seat in London, 
but closely associated with the provinces through the 
various law societies. 

An important step in this direction has been already 
made in the provision contained in the new Consti- 
tution of the Incorporated Law Society, fur the annual 
election of ten presidents of provincial law societies 
a3 extraordinary members of the Council, and _ it 
would not be difficult to devise a scheme by which 
the London Incorporated and the country societios 
might be linked together in atill closer union. 
Am satisfied that the concentration in one society of town 
and country interests would greatly promote the power and 
influence of the attorneys throughout the kingdom. 

I therefore earnestly recommend my fellow members of 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association to return 
an affirmative reply to the question submitted to them by 
the committee. C. T. Saunpgns. 

Birmingham, July 17. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRIUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Murray, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
June 18.—Ex parte Browne, re Chalmers. 

G. sold tobacco to C. on the terms “ prompt two months or 
cash on delivery of order allowing interest for unexpired time 
at the rate of five per cent. per annum.” Before the erpira- 
tion of the two months G. contracted to sell C. certain other 
tobacco, of which C. before any paym-nt was made by him, 
received some of the warrants. C. at the end of the two 
months paid the amount dus upon the first contract which G. 
received, and C, having demanded delivery of the tobacco, G. 
refused on the ground that according to the custom of the 
trade he was entitled to retain tobaceo paid for as a security 
for unpaid for tedacce which had been delivered. C. very 
shortly jiled a petition for liquidation. 

Held, that the trustee under C.’s liquidation was entitied te 
the tobacco under the first contract, and that no valid custom 
was proved to exist in the tobacco trade, whereby a general lien 
would attach to tobacco paid for, but not delivered as seo 
curity for the tobacco at the time due from thz purchaser on 
account of tobacco delivered, but not paid for. 


This was an application on behalf of the trustee under a 
liquidation by arrangement for the delivery to the appli- 
cant of certain hogsheads of tobacco purchased by the 
debtors of the firm of J. R. Gilliat & Co., and paid for by 
the debtors, or for a declaration that the said tobacco was 
the property of the trustee. 

The facts are stated in the judgment of the Court. 

Simon Serjeant, and Brough, in support of the application 
contended (1) that by the terms of the contract the debtors 
were entitled to delivery of the goods at once, or, at all 
events, upon payment of the price without reference to any 
balance that might be due upon other transactions. The 
property in the goods had passed, and no question as to 
stoppage in transitu arose because the price had been paid: 
Griffiths v. Perry, 1 El. & El. 680. (2). The alleged 
custom was not proved, and even if it were it was un- 
supported by authority. It was also unreasonable : 
Rushforth v. Hadfield, 6 East. 519; 7 East. 229; Leuchart 
v. Cooper, 3 Bing. N.C. 99. In order to make a custom 
binding it must be general, of long standing, and it must 
be reasonable. 

Kekewich, for Messrs. Gilliat.—By the course of dealing 
between the parties the respondents were entitled to retain 
the goods until the general balance was paid. There was 
also the custom well established §& the trade which justi- 
fied the retention. Could anything be more reasonable 
than that a purchaser of tobacco should be allowed to say, 
“TI do not want these goods ; give me some others,” and 
that the vendor should have a lien upon the tobacco in his 
possession for the unpaid price of the goods which had 
been so delivered. 

Simon Serjeant, in reply. 

Mr. Registrar Murray.—This question arises upon & 
claim which has been made by Messrs. Gilliat & Co. to re- 
tain certain goods comprised in a contract dated the 12th 
September, 1872, or the proceeds of those goods in dis- 
charge or part discharge of the general balance due from 
Messrs. Chalmers to them, and the case has been rested on 
two grounds, First of all that there was an agreement or 
course of dealing or understanding between the parties by 
which it was clearly understood that in the event of there 
being tobacco comprised in certain contracts which had 
not been paid for, and in the event of tobacco remaining in 
the hands of Messrs. Gilliat which had been paid for that 
they would have a lien on that todvacco for the general balance 
of their account, A private understanding to that effect 
is alleged, and beyond that affidavits are produced by which 
it is attempted to show that, according to the custom of the 
tobacco trade, a general lien would attach to the tobacco 
which had been paid for, but not delivered as security 
for the balance for the time being due from the purchaser 
on account of the tobacco delivered, but not paid for. The 
question arises upon a contract entered into on the 12th 
September, 1872, and which is in these terms :— 

“ September 12th, 1872. 

Sold for J. R. Gilliat & Co. 

Ten hogsheads tobacco @ 7}d. The above tobacco in 
bond, customary allowances, prompt two months or cash 
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on delivery of order, allowing interest for unexpired time 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum.” 

Having to construe that contract, I consider I am not 
only at liberty, but am bound to accept evidence for the 
purpose of showing what is the meaning of certain mer- 
cantile language used in it, namely, “ Prompt two months 
or cash on delivery of order, allowing interest for unex- 
pired time at the rate of five per cent.” 

Looking at the contract itself, and supplementing that 
by the evidence given by five tobacco brokers, and by the 
answers to counsel given by Mr. Chalmers in the witness 
box, it seems that, according to the usage of the trade, the 
purchaser could not insist on the delivery of the tobacco 
until the expiration of two months, unless in the meantime 
he chooses to pay cash for the amount, in -which case he 
would be allowed interest at fite per cent for the 
unexpired term of the two months; but looking at the 
evidence, and the contract itself, I-should hesitate very 
much to say that the contract passed the property in the 
tobacco to the purchaser immediately so as to entitle him 
toask for its delivery immediately on execution of the 
contract or until cash had been paid or the two months 
had expired. I feel, however, that it is unnecessary for 
me to decide that question, for the debtors did not apply 
for the delivery of the tobacco until the expiration of two 
months, The question arises whether that was not a com- 
pleted contract of which the trustee of the estate is 
entitled to the benefit. 

The money was paid on the 16th November, and the 
conditions of the contract note on the part of the 
purchaser were complied with on that day, and it seems 


to me that he was then clearly entitled to have the tobacco | 


delivered to him. It appeared that in the interval, after 


the 12th September, certain other contracts were entered | 


into between Gilliat & Co., and Chalmers & Co., one on 
the 17th of September and two others on other dates 
which were precisely in the same form as the first con- 
tract note,and inasmuch as the goods contracted to be 


sold in those contracts were not paid for, Messrs. Gilliat , 


not having delivered the tobacco comprised in the contract 
of the 12th September, claim a lien on that tobacco in 
respect of the money due on the other contracts, and in 
order to support that claim they produce evidence of a 
course of dealing or understanding between themselves 
and Messrs. Chalmers. 
there is not a syllable alleged to show that Messrs. 
Gilliat relied on the general custom since set up, but 
he relied on a course of dealing or understanding 
with Messrs. Chalmers their particular customers, 


and looking at the evidence on that point it seems to me | 


that Messrs. Gilliat have failed to establish any such 


course of dealing or understanding as would entitle them | 


to retain the tobacco in question against an unpaid general 
balance. The word “understanding” is a most unsatis- 
factory word. It is a very convenient word to use, 
but I remember a learned jadge, Lord Cranworth. 
delivering judgment many years ago, and he was asked 
to construe the meaning of the word “ understanding.” 


He said it was a very unsatisfactory term and unknown to | 


the law, and it generally resolved itself into this—that one 
party understood one thing and the other party another. 
Mr. Chalmers has most distinctly denied upon oath that 
there was any understanding of the sort, and Messrs. 
Gilliat do not bring forward any evidence to show that 
such a lien as this has been claimed before upon such an 
understanding ; and upon the balance of testimony, I must 
say that I don’t think they have proved there was such an 
understanding, and I cannot think that such a lien exists. 
The question of custom remains to be considered, and one 
must always remember that these questions are to be dealt 
with with very great jealousy, and in any custom which 
is set up—the same being altogether opposed to the 
ordinary Common Law rights of the parties—it requires 
evidence of the strictest possible kind to enable a jury to 
come to the conclusion that such a custom does exist. I 
have to sit here as a judge and jury for the purpose of 
determining this question, and cannot come to the conclu- 
sion that Messrs. Gilliat have satisfactorily or sufficiently 
established a custom of this kind. 

It is perfectly true that after the affidavit was lannched 
by Gilliat in answer to the motion other affidavits were 
filed by Mr. J. S. Gilliat and other persons (against whom 





In the first affidavit of Mr. Gilliat | 





I have nothing to say), and they say that such a custom 
does exist; and it is only necessary for me to refer to 
one of the affidavits, as they are all in a stereotyped form, 
Mr. Oxley, in his affidavit, states :— 

“Tt frequently happens that the same firm of tobacoo 
merchants sell several parcels of tobacco for the same pur- 
chaser by several contracts on several dates, and the pur- 
chaser to enable him to suit the requirements of - his 
customers, or for other causes, desires to have and the mer- 
chants allow him to have delivery orders for particular 
hogsheads of tobacco without regard to the date of the 
contract in which they may have been included, and thus, 
where credit is given, the purchaser obtains delivery 
orders for tobacco which has not been paid for through the 
two months prompt not having expired, while the mer- 
chants hold tobacco sold to the same purchaser which has 
been paid for. In vases such as those mentioned in the 
last preceding paragraph it is a custom of the trade well 
understood, and recognised by persons engaged in it that 
the merchant is entitled to hold the tobacco which hag 
been paid for but not delivered as security for the 
balance for the time being due to him from the purchaser 
on account of the tobacco delivered but not paid for, and 
cannot be required to give up the tobacco the price of 
which has so been paid, until such balance has been liqui- 
dated. It is in reliance on this custom and the security 
which it affords to the merchants that they are in the habit 
of giving purchasers delivery orders for any particular hogs- 
head which they have agreed to buy without regard to the 


: question whether the particular hogsheads have been paid 
| for or not.” As to the reasonableness of thecustom I should 


be very loath to decide that question. It hasbeen argued 
that even if the custom was established to my satisfaction, 
still, if the custom itself was not a reasonable one, the 
Court would not allow it to weigh against the common 
law rights of the parties. If the custom had been estab- 
lished, and then the question of its reasonableness arose, 
I should have left it to a much highcr authority than 
myself to determine that question; but I consider the 
custom has not been proved. It is well known that 
customs exist in certain callings-—amongst carriers, factors, 
packers and others ; and attorneys and solicitors havea 
general lien which we all are acquainted with—liens which 
are contrary to the ordinary common law rights of 
parties. But on this point I cannot do better than quote 
the words of Lord El!lenborough in the case cited by 
Sergeant Simon in 7 East p. 229: Rushforth v. Hadfield. 


| The jury negatived the claim of the carriers, and I need 
' only reud his Lordship’s observations: “The question, 


however, resolved itself to this, what was the particular 
contract of these parties, and as the evidence is silent as 
to any express agreement between them it must be 
collected either from the mode of dealing before practised 


| between the same parties or from the general dealings of 


other persons engaged in the same employment of such 


| notoriety as that they might fairly be presumed to be 


known to the bankrupt at the time of his dealing with the 


| defendants from whence the inference was to be drawn 


that these parties dealt upon the same footing as all others. 
With reference to the known usage of the trade at least it 
must be admitted that the claim now set up by the 
carriers is against the general Jaw of the land and the 
proof of it is to be regarded with jealousy. Ifindeed there 
bad been evidence of former dealings between these parties 
upon the footing of such an extended lien, that would have 
furnished good evidence for the jury to have found that 
they continued to deal on the same terms. But the ques- 
tion for the jury here was whether the evidence of a usage 
for the carriers to retain for their balance was so general 
as that the bankrupt must be taken to have known it and 
acted upon it. And they have in effect found that the 
bankrupt knew of no such usage as that which was given 
in evidence, or, knowing it, did not adopt it. And 
growing liens are always to be looked at with jealousy, and 
require strong proof. They are encroachments upon the 
common law. If they are encouraged, the practice will be 
continually extending to other trades and other matters. 
The farrier will be claiming a lien upon a horse sent to 
him to be shod. Carriages and other things which require 
frequent repair will be detained on the same claim, and 
there is no saying where it is to stop. It is not for the 
convenience ef the public that general liens should be ex- 
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tended farther than they are already established by law. 
But if any particular inconvenience arises in the course of 
trade the parties may, if they think proper, stipulate with 
their customers for the introduction of such a lien into 
their dealings. But in the absence of any evidence of 
that sort to affect the bankrupt, I think the jury have 
done right in negativing the lien claimed by the defendants 
on the score of general usage.” Adapting those observa- 
tions of Lord Ellenborough to the present case, it seems 
to me that not only has the custom here set up not been 
established before me, but in point of fact Mr. Chalmers 
has in an affidavit filed this morning, most distinctly and 
positively sworn that after an acquaintance of upwards of 
forty years with the tobacco trade ho knows of the 
existence of no such custom and has never heard of it, and 
against that positive evidence several gentlemen have 
come forward and made affidavits, but have not given a 
single instance of a lien being claimed under the same 
«ircumstances. Mr. Chalmers’s affidavit, however, goes 
further than this, for he states that other gentlemen 
standing precisely in the same position as Messrs. Gilliat 
—having in their possession hogsheads of tobacco paid for 
anda large claim against the estate for hogsheads of 
tobacco not paid for—have, notwithstanding, given up the 
hogsheads of tobacco which have been paid for to the 
trustee as part of the debtor’s estate to be distributed 
amongst the general body of creditors and have only come 
in to prove for the balance of their account. As to the 
‘delay in setting up the alleged custom, Mr. Kekewich’s 
explanation is certainly reasonable, that his clients had 
not in the first instance the time to investigate the 
position of the facts, but I must take it that if this custom 
ig so well known in the trade (although Mr. Chalmers 
‘denies any knowledge of it) it is hardly to be supposed 
that the other persons who have given up hogsheads of 
tobacco would not have availed themselves of it and told 
the trustee, ‘‘ we defy you to get possession of them, be- 
cause by the custom of the tobacco trade we are entitled 
to retain them for the unpaid balance of our account.”—Is 
it possible for me to say, in the face of these facts, and of 
Mr, Chalmers’s affidavit that the custom contended for has 
been satisfactorily or sufficiently proved ? Itis impossible, 
and I am of opinion that there is no evidence of a private 
agreement or course of dealing between the parties to 
entitle Messrs. Gilliat to retain the tobacco or the proceeds. 
‘The claim therefore fails, and I am of opinion that—the 
goods having been sold by Messrs. Gilliat—they must pay 
over the money to the trustee. Whether they are to pay 
the amount actually received or the original amount paid 
‘by the debtors will be a matter of detail to be settled in 
drawing up the order. 
Solicitor for the applicant, J. S. Salaman. 
Solicitor for the respondents, Freshfields. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LIvERPOOL. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Hue.) 
July 1. —Re Shroff. 

It is the duty of the solicitor who has charge of the proceed: 
ings in bankruptcy to provide the forms of affidavit necessary 
to prove debts ; and, in the absence of special cireumstances, to 
prepare the affidavit without charge. 

At the first meeting of the creditors of this bankrupt a 
question as to a point of practice arose at the outset of the 
proceedings. Several creditors attended who had not pre- 
pared their affidavits of debt. The registrar ruled that 
their debts must be proved before they could take part in 
the proceedings. Mr. Rodway, the solicitor who had the 
carriage of the proceedings, said that it was a provision of 
‘the rules that the creditors should prove their debts at their 
own expense. Personally he had no objection to oblige the 
creditors by drawing up their affidavits, but he submitted 
that it was no part of his duty, as the creditors ought to 
come prepared with the necessary evidence to susstantiate 
their debts. The form of advertisement convening the 
meeting pointed to the creditors making their proofs before- 
hand, as did also the form given for making proofs of debt 
which was to be by affidavit, and not by deposition before 
the Court, as was the case under the old practice. ‘The 
registrar said that in the absence of any direct rule to the 
‘contrary, the practice under the former Bankruptcy Act 





ought to prevail. He was of opinion that the solicitor who 
had charge of the proceedings, and whose costs of attend- 
ance at the meeting were allowed out of the estate, should 
provide all the forms of affidavit necessary to prove debts, 
and unless the claim was one of a special character, to 
which he meant to offer opposition, it was his duty to pre- 
pare the affidavit without cost. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 

July 11.—The following Bills were read a third time 
and passed :—Central Wales and Carmarthen Junction 
Railway, Lendon Tramways (Limited), Metropolitan Rail- 
way, Metropolitan District Railway, Pagham Harbour 
Reclamation, and Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 

Law Agents (Scotland) Bill—The House went into com- 
mittee on this Bill.—Lord Colonsay moved a clause making 
membership of the society of Writers to the Signet a right 
to enrolment as a law agent.—The Lord Chancellor 
objected to giving one society an éxelusive privilege, while 
the Duke of Richmond supported the clause. After a 
short conversation, the amendment was negatived by 46 
against 39, and the other clauses as amended being agreed 
to, the Bill passed through committee. 

The Irish Land Act.—On the motion of Lord Oranmore, 
a return was ordered of all advances made to tenants 
under the 44th clause of the Irish Land Act, showing the 
area and ordnance value of tke lands purchased by 
tenants, with the assistance granted under the said clause 
and the sum advanced in each case. 

The Gas and Water Facilities Act (1870) Amendment Bill. 
—Earl Cowper moved the second reading of this Bill.— 
Lord Redesdale objected to a general Act being passed to 
secure to gas and water companies a minimum dividend of 
5 per cent., in place of their being allowed to run the ordi- 
nary risks of trade —T'he Duke of Richmond thought the 
Bill was likely to be a very useful one, and would not there- 
fore object to the second reading, It proposed to give the 
Board of Trade powers which had never before been con- 
ferred on a public department, inasmach as it would 
enable it to put a provisional order in force at once. He 
hoped, therefore, sutlicient time would be given before it 
came on for consideration in committee. The Bill was 
then read a second time. 

The Colonial Church Bill, and the Indian Railways 
Registration Bill passed through committee. 

The Statute Law Revision Bill, the Canada Loan Guaran- 
tee Bill, and the National Debt Commissioners (Annuities) 
Bill were read a third time and passed. 

The Report of Amendments on the Prison Officers’ 
Superannuation (Ireland) Billand the Loca! Government 
Provisional Orders Bill was agreed to. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench (Ireland) Grand Juries Bill 
was read a second time. 

July 14.—Public Schools (Eton College Property) Bill— 
This Bill was read a second time. 

The report of the Amendments to the Colonial Church Bilt 
was agreed to. 

The following Bills were read a third time and passed :— 
Tithe Commutation Acts Amendment, Indian Railways 
Registration, National Debts Commissioners (Annuities), 
Slave Trade (Consolidation), and Prison Officers’ Superan- 
nuation (Ireland). 

July 15.—Law Agents (Scotland) Bill._—On this Bill 
being reported, Lord Colonsay moved the amendment, 
which was negatived in committee, reserving the right to 
practise as solicitors to members of the Society of Writers 
to the Signet. ‘he amendment was carried by 60 to 40. 
—On the motion of the Duke of Richmond, a similar reser- 
vation in favour of solicitors of the Supreme Court was 
agreed to, and the report was then received. 

Gas and Water Facilities Act (1870) Amendment Bill— 
This Bill went through committee. 

Public Works Loan Commissioners (School and Sanitary 
Loans) Bill.—This Bill was read a second time. 

Militia (Service, §e.) Bill.—This Bill was read a second 
time. 

The Public School (Eton College Property) Bill.—-This Bill 
passed through committee. 
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The Colonial Church Bill.—This Bill was read a third 
time and passed, with some verbal amendments. 

The Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill— 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 

Sites for Flaces of Religious Worship Bill_—The Commons? 
consequential amendments to this Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 

July 17.—Elementary Education Provisional Order Confir- 
mation (No, 1) Bill.—This Bill passed through committee, 
and the report was fixed for Tuesday next. 

The Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bil was read a second time. 

The Court of Queen's Bench (Ireland) Grand Juries Bill 
and the fudlic Works Loan Commissioners (Schools and 
Sanitary Loays) Bill passed through committee. 

The Highland Schools (Scotland) Bill was read a second 
time. 

In the Railway and Canal Trafic Bill the Commons’ 
amendment to the Lords’ amendment was agreed to. 


The Law Agents (Scotland) Bill aud the Public Schools 
(Eton College Property) Bill were read a third time and | 
passed. 


ROUSE OF COMMONS. 


July 11.—Public Health Bill.—Sir C. Adderley moved 
the discharge of the order for the farther consideration of 
this Bill in committee. He said that, after the divisions 
of the 8th inst., which showed that there was a minority 
of 36 against 93, that undertook the responsibility of 
opposing the Bill by every means, he resolved not to 
tronble the House with nightly struggles, at the period to 
which the opposition had delayed the Bill. The plea had 
been a general fear of any possible increase of rates, which, 
on the contrary, the Bill proposed to economise, by com- 
pleting the duties of officers already constituted. It was 
desirable to exhaust the amendments of Sanitary Acts re- 
commended by the commission before consolidating the 
law. He gave notice that he would reintroduce the Bill, 
excepting the 8th clause, at the opening of next session, in 
time, if possible, for consolidation the same year.—Mr. 
Pell said the opposition had reference not to the increase 
of rates, but to the new powers which it was proposed to 
confer on Medical Officers of Health.—The Bill was with- 
drawn. 

The Judicatvre Bill—The Committee on this Bill 
-esumed the consideration cf Mr. Hinde Palmer’s amend- 
ment to clause 75, proposing that Judges discharging the 
duties of present Vice-Chancellors should be assisted by a 
secretary at £400, a principal clerk at £300, and a junior 


clerk at £120.—Mr. H. Palmer contended that the Judges | 


could not perform their duties without the aid of barristers 
to read petitions and other documents, and that, while 
competent men would take the position of secretary, they 
would not take that of chief clerk. Perhaps a secretary 


and one clerk would suffice ; but the gentleman occupying | 


the first porition ought to be a secretary, and not a clerk. 
—Mr. Lopes objected that the amendment would create a 
distinction between the Chancery and the other Judges.— 
The Attorney-General said he could not accept the amend. 
ment on account of the distinction it would make.—Mr. 
Gregory urged that Judges could not discharge the duties 
of Vice-Chancellors without the assistance of secretaries. 
It was not the Judge, but the business of the office that 
had to be provided for—Mr. Rylands said the gradual as- 
similation of the divisions of the Court would obviate the 
necessity for the staf’ which the amendment proposed to 
give.—Mr. Hinde Palmer said his amendment did not in- 
volve any increase of staff or of expenditure, but only a 
change in the description of the staff.—Mr. Hughes 
thought that as long as the important duties were dis- 
charged, as now, by competent men, it was immaterial 
whether they were called clerks or secretaries.—The 
amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Vernon Haroourt moved an amendment to strike 
out of the clause an additional charge of £500 a year for 
clerks to each of the ordinary Judges of the Conrt of 
Appeal. He did not want to starve the Appellate Conrt, 
and when the time came would move that the salaries of 
the Judges should be £6,000 instead of £25,000; but these 
clerks were unnecessary —Mr. Lopes aud Mr. Raikes 
supported the amendment.—The Attorney-General said 


the choice of the members of the Court of Appeal would 
be much limited if they were not allowed to take their 
clerks with them. That had been found a great practical 
difficulty in the constitution of the Judicial Committee 
under the reoent Act.—Mr. Hunt said under the clause 
there would be eighteen olerks to the ordinary Judges of the 
Court of Appeal, and he could not think such a staff was 
required. He should, therefore, support the amendment.— 
The Committee divided, and the amendment was rejected 
by 102 to 78. 

Mr, Raikes moved a further amendment of the olause in 
order to place all the Judges of the High Court of Justice 
and the Court of Appeal in similar positions with regard! 
to their clerks and the salaries and peusions to be paid to 
them.—The Attorney-General opposed the amendment.— 
After some discussion the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Lopes proposed to insert, page 38, line 41, after the 
words “ per annum,” the following words,—‘‘ and in the 
oase of thejudges of the High Court of Appeal ajanior clerk 
whose salary shall be £200 per annum.”’—The amendment 
was agreed to. 

In reply to Mr. C. Bentinck, the Attorney-General 
stated that the subject of the establishment of the Master 
of the Rolls was under consideration. 

Mr. Matthews proposed in clause 78, line 31, after the 
word “ that,” to insert “ each division of.” It was one of 
the serious blots of this Bill that such an extraordin 
amount of patronage was placed in the hands of the Lord 
Chancellor. It weuld be much better that the patronage 
of each Division should be given to its President.—The 
Attorney-General could not accept the amendment. The 
patronage, if left to Presidents of Divisions, might, no: 
doubt, be well exercised, but it would lay the Presidents 
open to pressure. which he deprecated. —Mr. Vernon Har- 
court thought it anomalous that the whole patronage 
should be vested in the Lord Chancellor, although he was 
practically removed from the Supreme Court. It would 
be much better that the officers attached to each division 
should be appointed by its head.—Mr. Rylands did not 
think there was a sufficient check upon the exercise of 
legal patronage where so many official referees were to be 
appointed.—The amendment was negatived witsout a 
division. 

Mr. Matthews proposed in line 34, after “ referees,” 
to insert “any barrister of not less than seven years’ stand- 
| ing, or any solicitor of not less than ten years’ standing, 
| shall be qualified to be appointed an official referee.” It 
' would be most unsatisfactory if the administration of jus- 
' tige should practically be intrusted to experts without 
know ledge of the Jaws and unskilled in the rules of evidence.. 
Matters of fact should be ascertainec, not by the reports 
| of experts, but by sworn testimony, sifted by cross-exami- 
| nation.—Mr. Gregory thought the amendment an improve- 

ment, but it did not provide a proper substitute for the 
| ordinary tribunal of n judge and jury.—Dr. Brewer trusted 
that scientific referees would be appointed for the ine 
' vestigation of scientific subjects.—Mr. Wheelhouse thought 

scientific knowledge ought to be communicated to the 

Courts on sworn testimony. The President of this tribunal 

ought, at any rate, to be a person who knew something 
; about the law he was called upon to administer.—Mr. 
, Lopes supported the amendment. From the statement of 

the Attorney-General it appeared that the referees might 
| be engineers, mechanics, builders, doctors, shoemakers— 
anything, in short, except lawyers. (‘The Solicicor-General. 
—Not exclusively lawyers.) An aotion in respect of a 
nuisance would doubtless be referred to a scientific man, 
but in such case numerous difficulties were likely to arise 
on points of law and the rules of evidence. Although com- 
mercial gentlemen were absent when discussions on this 
Bill were going on, they were sure to rush into the House 
as soon as a division was called for.—Mr. Rathbone said 
the commercial men had been present during the debates, 
and if they had refrained from taking a prominent part in 
them it was because they desired the Bill to pass as 
speedily as possible, In his opinion Jawyers would not in 
many cases be the best referees. The committee then 
divided, and the amendment was negatived by 159 to 63.— 
The clause, 98 amended, was then added to the Bill. 

On clause 79, Mr. Matthews moved an amendment to 
provide that tho officers assigned to the High Court of 
Justioe should be appointed by the Lord Chief Justice of 
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England, and not by the Lord Chancellor.—Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt thought it most unwise to leave all the appoint- 
ments in the hands of the Lord Chancellor, who was not 
only a judicial but a political official—In reply to Lord 
J. Manners, the Solicitor-General said that the only 
patronage was the appointment of official referees and 
of certain ushers of the Court. The High Court would 
sit in the same place as the Court of Appeal, and if 
the patronage was given to two judges, each would ap- 
point his own eet. It was thought better, therefore, 
to give the patronage to one judge as the more eoco- 
nomical. Some of the ushers who would act for the 
Supreme Court would also act for the Court of Appeal. 
—Mr. Lopes said the committee were entitled to ask what 
would be the number of the referees and what amount they 
would be paid.—The Solicitor-General said the number 
of official referees would depend or the amount of busi- 
ness. The question was left open whether they were to 
be paid by fees or by salary. It was loft to Parliament 
te pay them by annual votes. The matter was not left to 
the Lord Chancellor alone, but to the Lord Chancellor 
with the concurrence of the heads of Divisions, the con- 
currence of the Treasury, and the annual concurrence of 
Parliament.—The clause was ordered to stand part of the 
Bill. 

On clause 80, Mr. Harcourt had an amendment to 
propose. There was a marked distinction made in this 
clause between the way in which the patronage of the 
chiefs and of those who were not chiefs was dealt with. The 
patronage of the chiefs was to be continued for their lives, 
and so was the patronage of the other judges; but the 
patronage of the chiefs was to remain for ever as it was, 
while that of all the other judges after the deaths or 
resignations of the existingjudges was to “ be exercised in 
such manner as her Majesty may by sign manual direct.” 
What was the patronage they were going to perpetuate ? 
In the estimates, they would find a list of the personal 
officers of the Lord Chancellor which might serve as a spe- 
cimen. The salaries of these officers amounted to £7,532 
ayear. This patronage was to be perpetuated for ever, while 
the patronage of the rest of the judges was placed under the 


consideration of the Executive Government for the purposo | 


of revision. He moved, as an amendment, the omission of 
the words in line 23 from “if incident ” to “and” in line 
28,.—The Attorney-General said the intention was to leave 
the patronage where it had always been.—Mr. Hunt did 
not see the object of taking these words ont of the clause. 
—Mr. Bouverie doubted whether the patronage now exer- 
cised by the Lord Chancellor in regard to his personal 
attendants ought to be enjoyed by any one but himself. 
There was a large branch of patronage connected with the 
Probate Court, and the House ought to know who was to 
exercise it. The Judge of the Probate Court appointed the 
local registrars all over the kingdom. The Masters of tho 
Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, no doubt, 
held valuable appointments, but he doubted whether all 
their patronage ehould be taken away from persons of such 
high dignity as the chiefs of those courts. Some one must 
select these officials, and it was better to distribute this 
patronage among a number of people than to centre it in 
the Government.—The amendment was then agreed to, 
and the clause, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 81 to 94 were also agreed to. 

The discussion on clause 31, which had been postponed, 
was then resumed upon the Attcrney-General’s amond- 
ment, page 20, line 24, to leave out “and the London 
Court of Bankruptcy respectively.”—Mr. James said he 
objected to the proposal to transfer the whole of the busi- 
ness of the Court of Bankruptcy in London to the Court of 
Exchequer. The judge of the Court of Bankruptcy ought 
to control the Court, to look after its officers, to see that 
the registrars do their duty, and, in fact, to be the head of 
the Court. In transferring the business to the Court of 
Exchequer, no provision was made for assigning it to one 
specially qualified judge. Tho Court of Exchequer had 
not judicial strength enough to perform the duties to be 
cast upon it; and, as the business of the Bankruptcy Court 
involved the dealing with vast estates, there wes no 
ar yg A leaving the business without due supervision. 
—Mr, W. Fowler said this amendment only carried out 


the false parsimony which was visiblo throughont the 
Bill, and which saorificed the efficiency of the Courts 





to avoid the appointment of an additional judge. 
—The Attorney-General said all the courts were over- 
burdened, owing to the waste of judicial strength whick 
our arrangements had involved. A re-arrangement, he be- 
lieved, would enable the judges to do the work of the 
country. The arrangement now proposed was temporary, 
and it was subject to the disposition of the Court, which 
had power to transfer business from one division to another. 
He merely proposed, after balancing the convenience and 
the inconvenience, to transfer the bankruptcy business 
from the Division which was most overburdened to that 
which was least overburdened ; and it would not break 
his heart if the committee preferred some other arrange- 
ment.—Dr. Ball said the matter was one which concerned 
mercantile interests very closely. The administration of 
bankruptcy law affected the status of individuals, and it 
was an anomaly that a man’s status should be in the power 
of a registrar instead of that of a judge. A member of 
Parliament had been made a bankrupt by a registrar 
whose judgment was finally overruled by the judge, but 
that did not redress the evil done to the individual. The 
business of Landed Estates Courts and Bankruptcy Courts 
should be committed to particular judges, the Courts 
should be always open, and the work should no more be 
delegated to inferior officers than was the administration 
of the criminial law, which was analogous to that of 
bankruptcy. The interests of the merchants oughi alone 
to be considered in this matter, and not the interests of the 
bar. It was of the greatest importance to the mercantile 
public to have a permanent tribunal.—The Solicitor- 
General remarked that the evils of which the right hon and 
learned gentleman complained already existed in England, 
and that the object of the present amendment was to re- 
move it. The registrar now acted, and if the amendment 
were not carried he would continue to act.—Mr. H. James 
pointed out that the Bill had been most. carefully framed 
elsewhere by those who were most capable of dealing with 
it, and who had not deemed it necessary to introduce the 
provision now proposed by the Government.—The com- 
mittee then divided, and the amendment was carried by 
114 to 70. Progress was then reported. 

The Military Maneuvres Bill passed through committee. 

The Public Records (Ireland) Act (1867) Amendment Bilt 
was read a third time and passed. 

The Revising Barristers Bill passed through committee. 

The Accountant-General in Chancery.—Mr. Dickinson 
called attention to the return showing the grant of pension 
to the late Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery 
and the absence of any special circumstances justifying 
the grant, and moved—‘“ That the Lord Chancellor and. 
the Lords of the Treasury reconsider the question and 
state distinctly what are the special circumstances which, 
in their opinion, justify a departure from rules laid down 
in the Act 22 Vict. c. 26, s. 7.”—The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said the whole amount of the Accountant- 
General’s salary had been granted to him by way of 
pension under a clause of the Chancery Funds Act of last 
year, which left the amount to be determined by the Lord 
Chancellor and the Chancellor of the Exchequer.—The 
motion was then withdrawn. 

Contempt of Court.—Mr. Whalley called attention to the 
state of the law relating to offences known as contempt of 
Court, and especially to the recent administration of the 
law in the Court of Queen’s Bench in relation to the 
Tichborne Case now pending in that Court. He said that 
in consequence of the manner in which this law of con- 
tempt had been administered it was not possible for the 
defendant to have such a trial as would satisfy the prayer 
of above 100,000 persons and at least five times that. 
number whom he had himself seen and heard expressing 
the same opinion. Complete silence had been imposed on. 
the Press and the publi¢ by the action of the Court, and 
the consequence was that the man was utterly destitate. 
—Mr. Brace said he did not deny that there were special 
circumstances in this case, but if those who advocated the 
cause of the defendant had conducted themselves with 
decency and propriety, without making reflections on the 
judges or on the conduct of the trial, they might have 
acted with perfect security, and it was because they had 
not done so that difficulties had arisen. 

July 14—Irish and SeotcA Appecis.—Mr. Pim gave 
notice that on the motion for the re-commitment of the 
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‘Supreme Court of Judicature Bill he would move that in 
the opinion of the House no constitution of a Superior 
Court of Final Appeal can be satisfactory unless it sit in 
Dublin to hear appeals from Ireland.—Mr. O. Morgan also 
gave notice that on the motion for the re-commitment of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill, he would move that 
the House, while fully resolved to maintain its constitu- 
tional right to originate and amend Bills relating to the 
judicial functions of the House of Lords, does not deem it 
expedient at the present period of the session to entertain 
the question of altering the law of Irish and Scotch Ap- 


Supreme Court of Judicature Bill—The House again re- 
solved itself into committee upon this Bi!l.—The Attorney- 
General moved the insertion after clause 12 of the following 
new clause :—“ No pension shall be granted on retirement 
to any Lord Chancellor to be hereafter for the first time 
appointed to that office unless he shall signify in writing 
his willingness to serve as an additional judge of the Court 
of Appeal; provided always that this section shall not 
apply to any Lord Chancellor who shall retire by reason of 
his being disabled by permanent infirmity from performing 
the duties of his office, or who shall have served for ten years 
as Lord Chancellor, or who shall have served for a period 
of fifteen years in the whole in all or in any of the follow- 
ing offices—namely, Lord Chancellor, a Judge of the Courts 
of Chancery, Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, Exchequer, 
Probate, the High Court of Justice, or the Court of Appeal. 
Subject to the provisions in this Act contained, her Majesty 
may grant to any Lord Chancellor,on retirement, such pen- 
sion as is allowed to be granted by the Act 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 
111.”—Mr. Gladstone said that the House of Commons when 
it enacted the pensions given to ex-Lord Chancellors knew 
that they were to remain members of the House of Lords, and 
the conrtry expected that they would do their duty in that 
House. Parliament was now going to remove the larger 
part of the appellate jurisdiction from that House, and it 
was probable that they might see the removal of the whole 
of the appellate jurisdiction from the House of Lords. If the 
system of pension was continued, the performance of a 
moderate amount of duty ought to be annexed to the receipt 
ofit. He believed it to be altogether visionary that the 
results of the proposal would be difficulty in obtaining 
the service of distinguished lawyers as Lord Chancellors. 
—Mr. Henley thought there should be some limit as 
to the age beyond which a Lord Chancellor should not be 
called upon to serve before becoming entitled to his pension. 
—The Chancellor of the Exchequer said her Majesty would 
have it in her power to bestow upon a retiring Lord Chan- 
eellor on his accepting office as an appellate judge any 
precedence she might think fit short of precedence over the 
new holder of the office.—On a division the clause was added 
to the Bill by 174 against 129. 

In the next clause, in lieu of red ink clause A (salaries 
of future judges), Mr. Vernon Harcourt moved the omission 
in line 7 of the words, “ The Master of the Rolls, the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer.”—The Attorney-General said it 
was better that there should not be a rigid uniformity, but 
some places should be rather better than others.—The 
committee divided, and the amendment was rejected by 
205 to 62. 

Mr. Vernon Harcourt, after alluding to the motion 
proposed and carried last year in the House of Lords, that 
the salary of each appellate judge should be £7,000 a year, 
said that this year the Bill had been accepted by the House 
of Lords on the basis of £6,000 per annum, which might 

be regarded as the minimum sum they thought adequate. 
If the House of Commons made an alteration in the figures 
the other House could not, in the event of their deeming 
the proposal inadequate, revert to the original amount, 
and conseqnently they would have no alternative but to 
reject the Bill. If with unwise parsimony this House 
reduced the salaries of the members of the Court of Appeal, 
the Lords would be well entitled to refuse to transfer their 
jurisdiction to such a tribuna). In conclusion, he moved 
to add to “each of the ordinary Judges of Appeal” the 
words “ £6,000 a year.”—Mr. Gladstone opposed the mo- 
tion, and after a conversation it wae rejected by 125 to 59. 

Mr. Bouverie had to add a proviso after the 
word ‘‘ year,” that the Deanery of the Arches and the 
Mastership of Faculties shall not be tenable by any Judge 





of the High Court of Justice. The] present Judge of the 
Court of Admiralty, held two or three other offices—the 
office of the Judge Advocate, the Dean of Arches, and the 
Mastership of Faculties.—The Attorney-General hoped 
this amendment would not be insisted on. The arrange- 
ments of the Bill were prospective, all present holders 
being left unaffected. The arrangement with reference 
to the office of Judge Advocate could not be defended as a 
permanant one. It was merely provisional, and was now 
under consideration.—The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. Matthews proposed to add a proviso giving an 
additional salary of £500 a year to every judge going 
circuit.—The amendment was negatived. 

A clause (in lieu of red ink clause B) relating to the re. 
tiring pensions of future Judges of the High Court of Jus. 
tice and ordinary Judges of the Court of Appeal was added 
to the Bill. 

A clause was also inserted (after clause 33) giving 
power to the Court of Chancery to direct an action to be 
brought before and until the Act shall come into opera. 
tion. 

Clause D, in red ink, page 30, regulating the fees to be 
taken by District Registrars, was added to the Bill. 

Clause E, in red, page 39 (provisions as to officers paid 
out of fees) was agreed to. 

On clause F, iv red ink, page 41 (salaries and pensions 
of officers), Mr. Hunt proposed that the chamber clerks of 
the judges should be put into the position of civil servants, 
without waiting until the judge was promoted to the 
Appellate Court or otherwise. He moved that any Judge’s 
clerk who was competent to fill any office under this Act, 
the duties of which were analogous to those he had been 
up to that time discharging should be entitled, according to 
seniority cf appointment, to be nominated to such office, 
and upon his retirement from such office, if he had served 
in it for a period of ten years, the Treasury might take 
into consideration, in awarding him a pension for his 
services, the time he was attachod to the person of such 
Judge—The Attorney-General said that the persons 
referred to, if competent, would be appointed to offices 
created by the Act analogous to those they had previously 
held. Henceforward chamber clerks would not be 
attached to the persons of the judges at all.—The 
amendment was then withdrawn, and the clause was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Palmer moved a new clause, enabling her Majesty 
by letters patent to increase the number of judges in the 
High Court on the report of the Council of judges declar- 
ing the addition to be required and an address to the 
House of Commons based on that report.—The clause was 
objected to by the Attorney-General as providing for the 
creation of a new judge without any reference to the 
House of Lords.—The clause was withdrawn. 

On the first schedule, which relates tu the form of action 
in the High Court, Mr. Gregory pointed out that the 
system of proceeding in the Court of Chancery, which put 
the plaintiff and defendant in exact possession of the 
position in which they stood at a glance, was much more 
operative and simple than the system of pleading in the 
Common Law Courts. He moved the omission of “ writ of 
summons,” and the insertion of “ plaint.’’-—Mr. Matthews 
had given notice of a similar amendment. He objected to 
a procedure which would enable an obstinate defendant to 
gain time.—Mr. Wheehouse supported the amendment, on 
the ground that the proceedings would be shortened in 
cases where judgment went by default.—Mr. H. Palmer 
remarked that in a clanse already passed the proceedings 
in the district registries were to commence with a writ of 
summons, and uniformity of procedure was desirable. —Dr. 
Ball suggested the withdrawal of the amendment, on the 
ground of the extensive alterations which it would 
necessitate inthe Bill.—Mr.O. Morgan suggested that 
the plaintiff should have the option of commenceing the 
proceedings with a statement, but that the increased costs 
thereof should be borne by him. The amendment having 
been withdrawn, Mr. O. Morgan moved the rider he had 
suggested.—The Solicitor-General objected to this as 
calculated to increase expense unneccessarily.—After some 
conversation the amendment was withdrawn and the 
schedule agreed to, 

The remaining schedules were also agreed to with verbal 
amendments, and the Bill with amendments was reported. 
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The Question of Privilege.—On the motion that the report 
of amendments be taken into consideration on Thursday 
next, Mr. Bouverie urged the Government to reconsider 
their proposed course with regard to the extension of the 
Bill to Scotland and Ireland. He pointed out that as yet 
there was nothing on ihe records of the House of Lords to 
show that this pretention of privilege had ever been ad- 
vanced by that House. The course proposed by the 
Government , besides risking the passage of the Bill by 
causing a contest between the two Houses, would practically 
place on the record of the House of Commous that this claim 
had been made by the Lords and conceded, and would give 
the Lords an opportunity to put the claim and its admission 
onthe records of their House. It would be wiser to abandon 
for the present session the idea of including Scotland and 
Ireland in the Bill. It was merely a question of a short 
time, he argued, for the Lords, having given up the English 
appeals, could not long retain the Scotch and Irish appeals. 
—Mr. Butt also advised a postponement, because he objected 
altogether to transferring Irish appeals to the New Court 
of Appeal, to which he stated his objections at length.— 
After some other speeches, Mr. Gladstone said that there 
ought to be one Fina! Courtof Appeal for the three kingdoms, 
and repeated his conviction that the privilege asserted by 
the Lords was utterly visionary. As to the course now to 
be adopted the Government was ready to be prompted and 
led by the general conviction of the House. One course 
might have the preference over the other by the claim not 
being recorded ; but whatever course was taken, there 
could be no moral doubi that the claim had been universally 
repudiated by the House of Commons. The discussion, he 
said, left it clear that the Government was under no 
obligation, but was in a position of perfect freedom. He 
promised to take the earliest opportunity of consulting 
his colleagues and to state at the following sittings whether 
they would still think it necessary to re-commit the 
Bill.—Mr. Disraeli commented on the singular fate attend- 
ing the Bill—that, though supported by the leading men 
of both sides, it should fall into serious difficulties at this 
late stage. This he attributed entirely to the vacillation of 
the ministry. With regard to the question of privilege, 
Mr. Disraeli said it was not his place either to assert or 
deny it, but he censured the mode in which Mr. Gladstone 
had met it; first he had vehemently denounced it, then 
he had yielded to it with fatal, not tosay pusillanimous, 
facility. {f the House of Lords ever did advance the 
privilege, the existence of which had been asserted, 
the House of Commons wonld be involved in disgrace 
and discomfiture if it had no better arguments 
to rely upon than the precedents cited by Mr. 
Gladstone. These precedents Mr. Disraeli divided 
into classes and treated each class separately. The 
first class was that of cases in which Bills had been intro- 
duced into the House of Commons affecting the privileges of 
the House of Lords, such as the abolition of voting by 
proxy and the election of Representative Peers. Nono of 
those Bills had reached the House of Lords, and it was un- 
necessary for the House of Lords in respect of them at all 
to allege their privilege. ‘The next class of casos which had 
been quoted to show that the House of Lords, by the initia- 
tion of such Bills as the Septennial Bill, or by amend- 
ing such Bills as the Reform Bill, legislated so as to 
affect the privileges of the House of Commons. But these 
only showed that the House of Commons had never pro- 
claimed the privilege in question. The next class of cases, 
such as the Temporalities Act, which suppressed some, and 
the Irish Church Act, which abolished all the Irish bishop- 
rics, had been brought forward to show that the House of 
Commons had u right to deal with the privileges of the 
House of Lords, But in none of these Acts was there any 
interference with the privileges or jurisdiction of the House 
of Peers, They never supposed that in dealing with 
individuals the House of Commons was interfering with the 
rights of an order, and tho attainder was passed. Mr Dis- 
raeli next dealt with precedents which referred to Scotland 
and Ireland ; and after an interruption from Mr. Gladstone, 
who now maintained that even the right to hear English 
Appeals was statutory, he contended that the union between 

land and Scotland was effected by treaty, not statute, 
and Was only ratified by the Act of Union ; and all the pri- 
ruleges of the Scotch peers were acknowledged to be iden- 
tical with those of England, ‘'he House of Commons 
might pass an Act to-morrow which, apparently, might de- 





prive the Peers of their right of hearing appeals from Scot- 
land, but it would not deprive the Scotch people of the 
right secured to them by their treaty, and they might de- 
mand that their appeals should be heard by their Peers ag 
they always were heard in Scotland. He then showed that 
the Act of Union with Ireland was brought into both 
Houses simultaneously, and not, as alleged, first into the 
Commons He then dealt with the argument founded on 
the Bankruptcy Act, which made peers bankrupt, and said 
that at all times in our history a peer might be a bankrupt 
provided he became a trader.—After some remarks by Mr. 
Walpole, the report was fixed for the 17th. 

Turnpike Acts Continuance Bill.—The adjourned debate 
on the motion to go into committee was resumed.—Lord 
George Cavendish withdrew his motion that it be an in- 
struction to the committee to make highway districts 
compulsory.—Mr. Collins withdrew the amendment for the 
rejection of the Bill—The House went into committee on 
the Bill; two new clauses, to enlarge the powers of local 
authorities, were added to the Bill.—The schedules and 
the preamble having beeu agreed to, the House resumed, 

The Exchequer Bonds (£1,600,000) and the Treasury 
Chest Fund Bills were read a second time. 

Railway and Canal Trafic Bill—On the consideration of 
the Lords’ reason and amendment to the Commons’ amend- 
ment on this Bill, Mr. Rathbone moved to omit clause 10.— 
The Honse divided, and the motion was rejected.—The 
amendment was then considered and agreed to. 

The Medical Act Amendment (University of London) Bill 

throngh committee. 

The Intestates Widows and Children Bill passed through 
committee. 

Salmon Fisheries Bill—This Bill was amended, and 
passed through committee. 


July 15.—The New Courts of Justice.—In answer to Mr. 
Wait, Mr. Ayrton said the Treasury had: approved a con- 
tract being entered into tocarry out certain revised designs 
and plans prepared by Mr. Street. He was unable to fix 
a day when the contract would be signed, still less to say 
whether the session would be brought to a close before or 
after; but, as far as he could judge, the contract would be 
completed in or about a month from that day. 

The Judicature Bill.—Scotch and Irish Appeals.—Mr. 
Gladstone stated that the Government had abandoned the 
idea of moving the recommitment of the Bill. It was 
better to have the greater certainty of an imperfect Bill 
than to run extended risks for the sake ofa better and 
more complete Bill. He did not refer merely or princi- 
pally to the risks which the Bill might ran in the House of 
Lords. It was quite evident from the declarations of 
opinion already heard in the House of Commons that if the 
recommitment were proposed it would be the subject of 
lengthened debates, which, quite irrespectively of what the 
House of Lords might do, would, on the question of time, be 
fatal to the movement during the present session. 

The Valuation Biil—In reply to Mr. Cross, Mr. Stans- 
feld said ha could not yet decide on the fate of the Valua- 
tion Bill. Though he had not given up all hopes of passing 
it, he intended to introduce amendments into the Rating 
Bill, by which it would be brought into operation at once 
without the Valuation Bill. 

Rating (Liaditity and Value) Bill.—The Speaker decided 
that as one of the new clauses—that relating to the rights 
of shooting, &.—imposed a new charge, it must of 
necessity be recommitted, but the others were entirely in 
the discretion of the House——Mr. Cross accordingly 
moved that the Bill be recommitted as respects clauses 3, 
19 (the sporting clanses), and the new clauses; to which 
the Government consented, and Mr. Graham moved to in- 
clude clauses 4, 6, and 12 (affecting Scotland); but on a 
division this was negatived by 193 to 136.—The House 
then when into committee, and various amendments 
having been made the consideration of the bill was post- 
poned. 

Ecelesiastical Commissioners Bil’.—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Military Maneweres Bild was read a third time and 


The Exehequer Bonds (£1,600,000) Bil?, and the Treaswry * 
Chest Fund Bill passed through committeo. 

The Zrernpike cts Continwance, de., Bill, as amended, 
was considered, 





734 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. July 19, 1873. 








Criminal Law Amendment.—Mr. A. Herbert moved for s 
Select Committee to consider what changes it might be 
desirable to make in the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 
1871.—The motion was lost by 39 to 35. 

The Medical Act Amendment (University of Loudon) Bilt 
was read a third time and passed. 

July 16.—The Weights and Measures (Metric System) Bill 
and the Parliamentary Electors Registration Bill were with- 
drawn. 

Labourers’ Cottages Scotland Bill—The second reading of 
this Bill, which provided that a tenant might, in the 
absence of proper cottage accommodation, build cottages 
for his labourers, and at the expiration of his lease compel 
his landlord to purchase them, or else have power to re- 
move them, was, after a considerable discussion, negatived ‘ 
by 78 to 74. 

Municipal Elections (Cumulative Vote) Bill.—The debate 
on the mation to read this Bill a second time was adjourned. 

The Public Health Act (1872) Amendment Bill was read 
@ second time. 

The Exchequer Bonds (£1,600,000) Bill, the Treasury 
Chest Fund Bill, the Turnpike Acts Continuance, §c., Bill, 
aud the Revising Barristers Bill were read a third time and 


passed. 

Agricultural Children’s Bill._—The Lords’ amendments to 
this Bill were agreed to. 

Wild Animals in Scotland—Mr. Barclay brought in a 
Bill to amend the law relating to wild animals in Scotland. 

Courts of Justice—Mr. Rathbone asked whether steps 
bad been taken to appoint a commission of inquiry into the 
administrative departments of the courts of justice, as 
recommended by the Committeeon Civil Service Expenditure. 
—Mr. Gladstone said the Government had given immediate 
attention to the report and recommendations of the Come 
mittee, which they cordially appreved. Arrangements 


were in progress to carry them out, and the Government 
desired to complete them as soon as possible. 
Arbitration—The Queen’s answer to the address pre- 
sented by the House on the subject of arbitration was read. 
Tt was as follows :—“I have received your address praying 
that I will be graciously pleased to instruct my Principal 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to enter into com- 
munication with foreign Powers with a view to further im- 
provement in international law, and the establishment of a 
general and permanent system of international arbitration. 
I am sensible of the force of the philanthropic motives 
which have dictated your address. I have at all times 
sought to extend both by advice and by example, as occa- 
sion might offer, the practice of closing controversies 
between nations by submission to the impartial judgment of 
friends, and to encourage the adoption of international 
rules intended for the equal benefit of all. I shall continue 
t pursue a similar course, with due regard to time and 
Opportunity, when it shall seem likely to be attended with 
advantage.” 

Elementary Education Act (1870) Amendment Bill.—Mr. 
W. E. Forster moved the second reading of this Bill. The 
clause which bad excited objection to the Bill was the 
third. That clanse had two objects, and contained two 
provisions. The first object was to secure education for 
the children of out-door paupers, and the other was to 
transfer to the guardians the power given to school boards 
by the Act of 1570 to remit school fees under certain con- 
ditions and limitations. The chief arguments for the 25th 
clause were the importance of getting children into school 
who would otherwise remain uneducated, and fhe impossi- 
bility of enforcing compulsion unless assistance were given 
to the poor parent. The clause had been useful in getting 
children to school, and was a complement to the 
compulsory bye-law. Without the liberty of choice per- 
mitted to the parent by the 25th clause, compulsion would 
fail altogether. The Government, therefore, was unable 
to repeal the 25th clause without substituting anything in 
its place; bat, with the view of diminishing the force of 
the objections to it, they had proposed the 3rd clause of 
this Bill, by which the aid which would be given would be 
limited to districts where compulsion was established and 
to cases where parents could not obey the law without 
assistance, and by which, also, the amount to be paid would 
be limited to 24d. a week. He admitted that this clause, 
and especially the transfer from the school boards to tke 
bwards of guardians had been very generally opposed, and 





notably by boards of guardians. He admitted there was 
much force in their objection that there was danger in 
bringing parents not now paupers into contact with the 
relieving officer. School boards had also opposed it ; and, 
as it had failed to conciliate the opponents of the 25th 
clause, the Government, though still believing that the 
balance of argument was on their side, had determined to 
drop out of the 3rd clause the substitutiou of the boards of 
guardians for school boards. But with that part of the 
clause which provided for the education of pauper children 
they intended to persevere. The clause did not say that a 
person who was otherwise able to do without it should ask 
relief for educational purposes, but where relief out of the 
workhouse was given to parents, then it should be a condi- 
tion that elementary education should be given to their chil- 
dren, and the guardians might give such further relief, if 
any, a8 might be necessary for that purpose. Therefore, 
there was this pro‘ection, that it would be both the duty and 
the interest of the boards of guardians and the relieving 
officers to give no relief at all, except where it was neces- 
sary. The boards of guardians were for the most part in 
favour of the proposed extension of Denison’s Act, and they 
had not urged the objection that it would foster a spirit of 
pauperism. To those who were interested in the local 
taxation question he urged that for every sixpence paid out 
of the rates sixpence would be contributed by the Ex- 
chequer, which was a very good bargain for the rates ; 
and that there was ample security in the boards of guardians 
for the economical expenditure of the funds. Finally, he 
explained several minor amendments in the clauses, and, 
with regard to Mr. Torrens’ amendment, he pvinted out 
that by defeating the Bill ali the School Boards in the 
country would die out this year. —Mr. ‘Torrens moved the 
“Previous Question” as an amendment to the second 
reading, justifying his course by the addition to the rates 
which tha Bill would entail. As to the pecuniary 
limit dangled before the House, that would no longer 
serve its turn, for the marimwn of 3d. in the pound 
of the origiual Bill had become a miximwn, and the 
farthings in this Bill, in like manner, would grow into 
sixpences. The danger to the pockets of the ratepayers 
was this—that the guardians would impose a rate of 6d. 
in the pound for the purpose of clothing children who re- 
quired to be clothed before they could be admitted into a 
school. The present proposal of the Government could 
not be regarded as a mero fair extension of Denison’s Act, 
as had been alleged by the right hon. gentleman, but, on the 
contrary, it was directly opposed to the spirit ofthat statate, 
because it would make that compulsory and universal which 
by Denison’s Act was made permissive and exceptional.— 
Sir M. Lopes seconded the amendment. He objected 
strongly to the Bill, because it proposed to place on one 
description of property considerable additional burdens for 
what was undeniably a national purpose. It appeared to 
him unjostifiable—he might almost say monstrous—that the 
Government shonld ask the House to give them a blank 
cheque so as to enable them to relieve imperial taxation by 
a further addition to local charges.—Mr. Trevelyan 
supported the second reading of the Bill, and after several 
other speeches, the “Previons Question’’ having been 
negatived by 343 to 72, the Bill was read a second time 
and committed pro forma to allow Mr. Forster to introduce 
amendments, 

The Local Government Board (Ircland) Provisional Order 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill passed through committee. 

The Extradition Act (1870) Amendment Bill was read @ 
second time. 

The Penalties (Ireland) Bill was read a second time. 

The Railways Regulation Bill was read a second time. 

Tho Union Rating (Ireland) Bill was withdrawn. 

The Intestates’’ Widows and Children Dill was read a third 
time and passed. 

Licensing Law Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Sir BR. 
Anstruther brought in a Bill to amend the Licensing 
Laws of Scotland. 

Mr. Butt bronght in a Bil) to provide for the better ad- 
ministration of public moneys now levied by grand jury 
presentment in Ireland, and for the establishment of 

tative councils in the Irish counties for the man- 
agement of local affairs. 

The Marquis of Hartington brought in ao Bill to amend 
the law relating to the liability of property in Ireland for 
the purposes of rates and taxes. 
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BUSINESS OF THE COURT OF CHANCERY. 
We have been favoured with the following table, compiled from public doouments, supplementing that given by 


us at p. 554 ante. 
Causes, Jc. 
Left from previous year 


1864. 
427 
2,165 
1,883 
218 


1865. 
491 

1,926 

1,725 
243 


1863. 


Heard 


Otherwise disposed of............ 136 


Appeals. 
Left from previous year 
Set down 
Heard 
Otherwise disposed of. 


26 
109 


Appeal Motions and Appeal 
Petitions. 
Left from previous year 
Set down 
Heard 
Otherwise disposed of 


1866. 1867. 
449 
2,041 
1,760 
208 


39 
105 
68 


1871. 
444 
2,275 
1,888 

306 


1868. 1873. 
433 
2,076 
1,854 
174 


1869. 
481 
2,235 
1,995 

254 


1870. 
457 

2,135 

1,968 
180 


1872. 
522 
2,019 
1,918 
190 


74 
119 
71 
1l 


111 
118 
166 

18 


45 
123 
116 

1s 


37 
104 
73 
11 


57 
111 
113 


2 1l 


33 
141 
133 

17 


24 
123 
117 

12 


18 
123 
113 

12 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


THE TNCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 
Trinity Term, 1873. 
Fina ExaMINatIon. 


At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
examiners recommended the following geutlemen, under the 
age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Sidney Alexander Cheale, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Stone, Wall, & Simpson, and Mr. Walter Sprott, of 
Tonbridge Wells, and Messrs, Collyer-Bristow and Co., of 
Lendon. 

George Adolphus Parton, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Clark, Son & Rawlins, of London. 

Sydney Cozens-Hardy, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
J.O. Taylor & Son, of Norwich, and Messrs. Hayes, Twis- 
den, Parker & Co., of London. 

Howard Samuel Winnett, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. William Eley, of London. 

William Burrell, who served his clerkship to Mr. Ben- 
jamin Dowson, of Thetford, Norfolk, and Messrs, Field, 
Roscoe and Co., of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ac- 
cordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Cheale, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford's Inn. 

To Mr. Parton, Mr. Cozens-Hardy, Mr. Winnett, and Mr. 
Burrell, prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The examiners have also certified that the following can- 
didates, under the age of 26,whose names are placed in 


EXAMINATIONS AT 


alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle them | 


to commendation :— 





Samuel Henrv Baldrey, who served his clerkship to 


Messrs. Jay & Pilurim, of Norwich, and Messrs. Sharp, 
Parkers, Pritchard & Co., of London. 


Ferdinando Stratford Collins, who served his clerkship to | 


Mr. William Hutcheson Collins, of Ross, and Mr. Geurge 
Frederick Cooke, of London. 

William Edward Gillett, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Thomas Meyler, of Taunton, and Messrs. Bailey, Shaw & 
Bailey, of London. 

Montagu Hawkins, who served his clerkship to Mr. John 
Frost, of London. 

Henry Hitchins, who served his clerkship to Mr. James 
Gilbard, of Devonport, and Mr. Nicholas Bennett, of 
London. 

John Paxton, who served his clerkship to Mr. Robert 
Douglas, of Berwick-upon-‘'weed, and Mr, Edward Bromley, 
of London, 

Henry Pritchard, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Skilbeck, Griffith & Brownlow, of London. 

Alfred Tom Rogers, who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Weston and Barnes, of Brackley, and Messrs, Torr, Janeway, 
Tagart and Janeway, of London. 

William Haworth Glynn Smith, who served his clerk. 


ship to Messrs. alee & Mellersh, of Cheltenham, and 


essrs. Peacock & Cioddard, of London. 


' 





William Tanner, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Duffield & Bruty, of London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidate that his answers to the questions at the examina- 
tion were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled him 
tohonorary distinction if he had not been above the age of 
26 :—Walter Codd, B.A. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 
228 ; of these, 199 passed, and 29 were postponed. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quoratiow, July 18, 873. 
3 per Cent. Consuls, 924 | Annuities, April, ’85 9§ 
Ditto for Acco int, Aug. 1, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Au. +40" 
3 per Cent. Reduced 924 Ex Bille, £1000, — per Ct. 3 dis. 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do —3 dis. 
Do. 3} perCent., Jan, "94 Nitto, £190 & £200, —3 dis. 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of Bragland Stock, 4) pee 
Do. § per Cent., Jan.’73 } Ct. (last half-year) 246 
Annuities, Jan, ‘60 — ' Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECUBITIES, 


(ndiaStk.,10gpCt.Apr.'74,205 , ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,°79 14g 
Ditto Sper Cent., July, "80 108 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Litto for Account, — April,’"64— 

Ditto 4 perCert., Occ. "88 10t Do.Do, 5 per Cent., Aug. *73 1@1 
Nitte,ditro Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto EnfacedP pr.,« per Cont.964) Dittc, ditto,ander #1Ha0 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


| Railways. 








Paid. Closing Prices. 


Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caled ry 











Stock Giasgow and South-Western... 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock Great Northern ... 

Stock; Do., A Stock®.. 

Stock! Great Soatherr and Westera of Ireland 
Stock; Great Western—Original 

Stock) Lancashire and Yorkshire .......ccccsecceccesee 
Stock London, Brighton, and Soath Coast .... 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover..... 

Stock, London and North-Western , 

Stuck London and Soath Westera 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincola 

Stock Metropolitan 
Stack) —D0,, District ..eccocercrecersenreerasreeecenee 
Stock! Midland 

Stock) North British 
Stock} North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock) North Staffordshire 
Stock; South Devon 72 
Stet! South-Eastern . a. 


* A receives no dividead watil 6 pec cear, has deen paid te B, 


























Monsy Marxart ann Crry INrauutaa nce. 
The Bank rate has been again reduced this week, and is 
now 44. Notwithstanding a rally in the middle of the week 
the railway market continued much depressed, id is 
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flowing in, and early next manth a million is expected from 
Australia, The Bank return shows the proportion of reserve 
to liabilities to have increased to 454 per cent. The altera- 
tion in the Bank rate was again attended with a general 
fall in prices. Yesterday the market showed signs of re- 
turning activity. 

The directors of the Illinois Central Railroad Company 
are authorised to offer 3,000,000 dollars Seven per cent. 
consolidated gold bonds of the New Orleans, Jackson and 
Great Northern Railroad Company, repayable on the Ist 
January, 1912, and 3,000,000 dollars Seven per cent. con- 
solidated gold bonds of the Mississippi Central Railroad 
Company, repayable on the Ist May, 1912, both in bonds 
of 1,000 dollars each, free from all United States taxes, and 
principal and interest payable in gold in New York; with a 
contract for the purchase of the above entire amount of 
6,000,000 dollars, at the rate of 200,000 dollars per annum 
for thirty years, at not exceeding par in currency, by the 
Illinois Central Railroad Company, which company is 
prepared te pay on presentation the principal and accrued 
interest of its construction bonds outstanding (3,338,500 
dollars), and not due till Ist April, 1875, to such holders as 
are desirous of applying the same in subscription to the 
bonds now offered. The price of issue is, for the New 
Orleans, Jackson and Great Northern bonds of 1,000 dollars, 
bearing interest from Ist July, 1873, £174; for the Missis- 
sippi Central Bonds of 1,300 dollars, bearing interest from 
ist May, 1873, £176. Taking into account the accrued 
interest, the issue price ef the bonds is reduced to about 
£170, at which they will return about eight per cent. per 
annum. The prospectus states that the directors have 
entered into a tripartite working agreement, upon a mileage 
division of receipts, with the New Orleans, Jackson and 
Great Northern, and the Mississippi Central Railroad 
Companies connecting New Orleans with Cairo, on the 
completion of 106 miles of road now being made and to be 
opened for traffic this autumn. This system will afford 
railway communication of 1,650 miles unbroken, save at the 
ferry across the Ohio at Cairo, from Iowa, Chicago and St. 
Louis to New Orleans, over the Illinois Central and the two 
lines above mentioned. 








COURT PAPERS. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 

The following Regulations for transacting the business at 
the Judges’ Chambers will be observed until further 
notice :— 

Summonses will be issued, and (except judgment debtors’ 
summonses) made returnable at elevtn o’clock at the chambers 
of the judges of the court in which the actions are pending. 


As to Applications to be made to the Lord Chief Justice 
Bovill. 

Judgment debtors’ summonses will be returnable at half 
past ten o'clock. 

Acknowledgment of deeds will be taken at quarter to 
eleven o'clock. 

Adjourned summonses will be heard first at eleven o'clock, 
and the summonses of the day will be taken immediately 
afterwards. 

Counsel will be heard at half-past twelve o'clock. 


As to Applications to be made to the Masters. 

Adjourned summonses will be heard at eleven o’clock 
precisely in each court, and the summonses of the day 
immediately afterwards. Counsel will he heard at twelve 
o'clock, And the Lord Chief Justice directs particular 
attention to the Rules of Michaelmas Term, 1867, and 
desires it to be distinctly understood that he will not hear 
any summons or application, directed by the said rules to be 
heard by the Masters, unless such summons or application 
shall be specially referred to him by the Master. 


Counsel. 
Whenever a summons is served with notice to attend by 
counsel, the name of counsel (if known) should be written 
on the copy summons served upon the opposite party. 








Mr. H. C. Rothery, Registrar of the High Court of 
Admiralty, his been appointed her Majesty’s Agent for the 
Settlement of the Fishery Questions between the Canadian 





Dominion and the United States under the Treaty of 
Washington, and will shortly proceed to Halifax, Nova 
Scotia, where the Commission will hold its sittings. 

An Avousr Assemsiy.—The final sitting of the Legislative 
Assembly at Albany, NewYork, appears to have been of a 
remarkable character. During the recess, says the New 
York Tribune, between the afternoon and evening sittings 
the post-office box of each member had been supplied with 
a paper of pop-corn, accompanied by a printed circular 
tendering the thanks of the third house for the vigilance and 
fidelity with which the members had attended to private 
interests during the session, and the indifference displayed 
for the interests of the public. The utmost confusion and 
disorder prevailed from the opening of the session. Paper 
balls and other missiles were constantly hurled at the heads 
of members in all parts of the chamber. Small tin horns 
were blown continually, members smoked in their seats, and 
the whole appearance of the Assembly was more like Bedlam 
or Pandemonium than a deliberative body. The Speaker 
hammered away vigorously with his gavel until he broke the 
handle, and then he hammered with his fists; but his efforts to 
preserve order only added to the confusion. It was almost 
impossible to hear anything that was said, or to keep run of 
the proceedings.—Railway News. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. GLASIER & Sons. 
Sussex, Withyham—Enclosures, containing 10a. 3r. 5p.—sold 
for £510. 
Middlesex, Greenford—Enclosures of land, containing 125a, Ir 
8p.—sold for £11,800. 
By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFIELp. 
Middlesex—Potter’s-bar—Residence called the “ Clock House,” 
and 85a. lr. 12p.—sold for £3,000. 
eae of land, containing 92a. Or. 12p., freehold—sold for 
£15,560. 
Gray’s-inn-road.—Freehold ground rent of £50 per annum—sold 


for £840. 
By Mr. BeapeELs. 
Brighton—Fold ground rents of £170 per annum—sold for 


Regent’ s-park, Chester-terrace.—Freehold groand rents of £186 

per annum—sold for £3,300 
Messrs. Potr & NEALE. 

Ealing, Boston-road—Residence called“ New Grove House””— 

sold for £3,000. 
By Messrs. Perkins & Sons. 

Southampton — Hants, Eling — Water-lane farm, containing 

82a. Or. 25p.—sold for £5,800. 


AT GUILDHALL TAVERN. 
By Mr. H. E. Manrsu. 
Forest-hill, Devonshire-road—-A plot of land—sold for £180. 
ge na Stock in the Commercial Gas Company—sold for 
£1,550. 


AT THE HEN AND CHICKENS, BIRMINGHAM. 
By Messrs. BEADEL. 
Warwickshire, Sutton Coldfield—Langley Mill Farm, containing 
150a. Or. 17p.—sold for £10,500. 
AT KING’S HEAD, NEWPORT. 
By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney & Co. 
Monmouthshire, near Usk—Ty Mawr Farm, containing 18a. Ir. 
23p.—sold for £1,850. 
Prescoed farm, containing 163a. lr. 34p.—sold for £1,940, 
Tithe farm, containing 63a. Or. 6p.—sold for £1,000. 
Freehold cottages and land, 10a. 2r. 39p.—sold for £600. 
Warren farm, containing 68a. Or. 36p.—sold for £1,250. 
Penywrlod farm, containing 22a. lr. 29p.—sold for £490. 
Pencaemawr—Several cottages and land, 36a. lr. 39p.—sold for 


1,085, 
The Manor of Llantrissent with a cottage and garden—sold for 
£7 


Tithe rent charges, amounting to £70 per annum—sold for 
1, 


AT THE WHITE LION. HOTEL, BRISTOL. 
By Messrs. Farcus & Co. 
Gloucestershire, near Bristol—Freehold residence, 
Brentry, and 86a. Or. 14p.—sold for £17,400. 


AT NEW’S HOTEL, SANDOWN. 
By Messrs. Perkins & Sons. 
Isle of Wight, Sandown—Guadaloupe, with stabling and plea 
sure grounds, freehold—sold for £2,300. 


called 
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BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 
BIRTHS. 

FisHER—On June 23, at 6, Albert-terrace, Regent’s-park, the 
wife of Chas. E. G. Fisher, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
PrarsE—On July 12, at Hatherleigh, Devon, the wife of John 

Pearse, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Soromon—On J nef 12, at 2, Tavistock-road, Westbourne-park, 
the wife of Joseph Maurice Solomon, Esq., of a daughter. 

SwaRBRECK—On July 15, at Sowerby, near Thirsk, the wife 
of Charles McC. Swarbreck, Esq., solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Cooxe—Davison—On July 17, William Henry Cooke, B.A., 
of the Middle Temple, Esq., barrister-at-law, to Emily Amelia, 
elder daughter of David Davison, Esq., of The Woodlands, 
Essex. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


ee 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
; Fripay, July 11, 1873. 
Gaisford, William, and Charles Scott, Attorneys and Solicitors, Berke- 
ley, Gloucestershire, July 7 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faivay, July 11, 1873. 
LimiTED IN CHANCERY, 

Hertfordshire Brewery Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
Master of the Rolls, dated June 9, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above company be continued; and that William 
Sharp, the Liquidator do, on or before July 18, give security to be ap- 
proved by the Judge. Hare, John st, Bedford row, solicitor for the 
petitioners, 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, July 11, 1873. 

Biles, Benjamin, Devonshire st, Bishopsgate st, Builder. Aug 1. Gard- 
nerv Pugh, M.R. Stoneham and Legge, Philpot lane, Fenchurch st 

Cowing, Sarah Ann, Barnet, Hertford. Aug. 11. Duckworth »v Cow- 
ing, V.C. Wickens. Poole and Hughes, New square, Lincoln’s-inn 

Frisby, Joseph Stevenson, Loughborough, Leicestershire, Ironmonger. 
Aug 10. Middleton v Giles, V.C. Malins. Deane, Loughborough 

Rees, William, Risca, Monmouthshire, Yeoman. Aug 30. Rees v 
George, M.R. Farr, Newport 

Thomas, Hannah, Llanelly, Carmarthen. Sept 1. Roberts v Jones, 
V.C. Malins. Johnson, Lianelly 

Thorn, James, Upper Thames st, Coffee Dealer. Aug 21. Thorn ov 
Thorn, V.C. Wickens, Barnes and Bernard, Great Winches‘er st 

Wills, Eliza, Leman st, Whitechapel. July 25. Rule vw Wills, V.C. 
Bacon. Wills, Leman st, Whitechapel 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, July 11, 1873. 

Bartlett, Richard, Truro, Cornwall, Plumber. Oct 7. Chileott, Truro 

Bilton, Ann, Pocklington, Yorkshire. Aug 18, Watsonand Whitehead, 
Pickering 

Bowyer, Charles, Eaton square, Esq. Sept9. Berkeley and Calcott, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Campbell, Isabella, Westmorland place, Bayswater, Widow. Avg 5. 
Taylor and Son, Field court, Gray’s inn 

Chester, George, Lockton, Yorkshire, Yeoman. Aug 18. Watson and 
Whitehead, Pickering 

Glover, Mary Anna, Hastings, Sussex, Widow. Sept 15. Tilleard and 
Ce, Old Jewry 

Goldsmith, Henry Phillips, Mark lane, Wine Merchant. Aug 20. 
Lewin and Co, Southampton at, Strand 

Hawks, Elizabeth Clark, Gateshead, Durham, Widow. Aug 12. 
Kenmir, Gateshead 

Hesketh, Jonathan, Atherton, Lancashire, Gent, Sept 12. Holden and 
Holden, Bolton 

Jackson, Frederick William, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Aug 18, 
Anderson and Go, Liverpool 

Joyce, Thomas, Liverpool, Fishmonger. Aug 14. Quinn, Liverpool 

Nayler, Rev. Thomas, Windsor rd, Holloway. Aug 20. Lewin and Co, 
Southampton st, Strand 

a or Chattock, Coleshill, Warwickshire, Widow. Sept8. York, 

oles 

Pollon, Mary, Westbourne Park rd, Bayswater, Wilow. Aug6. Hayes 
and Co, Russell square 

Rayleigh, Right Hon John James, Baron, Terling place, Essex. Sept 
30. Paine and Layton. Old Broad st 

Snoxell, Edward Joseph, Guildfurd, Surrey, Grocer. Sept20. Hockley 
and Russell, Guildford 

Te arr, Shipley, Yorkshire, Spinster. Sept 3. Rawson and Co, 

radfor: 

Thompson, William, Buccleagh terrace, Upper Clapton, Esq. Aug 19. 
Baxter and Co, Victoria st, Westminster 

Whitty, Michael james, Liverpool, Gent. Aug 1. Harris, Liverpool 

Wilson, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Publican. Sept 1. Philipson, 
Newcastle-upon.Tyne 

Womersley, William, Rawden, Yorkshire, Gent. Sept 9. Bond and 
Barwick, Leeds 


Bankrupts, 
Furpay, July 11, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Hathaway, Philip, Bedford row, Attorney at law. Pet July 9. 
ring-Rice. July 23 at 11 
ey, Charles Condamine, Old Broad st. Pet July 10. Pepys. July 








To Surrender in the Country. : 
Boaz, George, Henwick Mill, St John’s, Worcestershire, Miller. Pet 
July 10. Crisp. Worcester, July 24 at 12 
Bower, Lot, Thornton, Yorkshire, Quarrymaster, Pet July 8. Robinson? 
Bradford, July 22 at 12 
Handy, John Alexander, Malmesbury, Wilts, Attorney. Pet July 7. 
Townsend. Swindon, July 24 at 2 
Hully, Moses, Kendal, Westmorland, Butcher. Pet July 5. Thompson, 
Kendal, July 23 at 10 
Jepson, Henry, Ashton-under-I.yne, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer, 
Pet July 8. Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, July 24 at 11 
Moore, William, Pudsey, Calverley, Yorkshire, Worsted Manufacturer. 
Pet July 7. Robinson, Bradford, July 22 at 9 
Owens, Thomas, Glascoed, Denbighshire, Draper. Pet July 7. Jones. 
Bangor, July 23 at 11 
Williams, Owen, Oapel Gwyn, Anglesey, Grocer. Pet July 8 Jones 
Bangor, July 24 at 11 
Tuxgspar, July 1, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Atkinson, William, Islip st, Kentish Town, Commission Agent. Pet 
Jo'y ll. Murray. Aug at ll 
Marriage, Robert, Gracechurch s‘, Insurance Agent. Pet Jaly 10. 
Pepys. July 31 at Jl 
Marshall, William, Great St Helen’s, Underwriter. Pet July 11. 
Murray. July 30 at 12 
Rogers, Frederick W, Mariboro’ hill, St John’s Wood, Gent. Pet July 
12. Roche. July 31 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Houlden, Edmun1, Leeds, Wool Merchant. Pet July 9. Marshall. 
Leeds, July 30 at 11 
Larkin, William, Chelmsford, Essex, Innkeeper. Pet July 12. Gepp. 
Chelmsford, July 29 at 3 
Posnett, Hutchison, Aldershot, Hants, Lientenant H. M,’s Army. Pet 
July 11. White. Guildford, July 26 at 2 
Summers, William. Birmingham, Pork Butcher. Pet July 10. Chaunt- 
ler, Birmingham, Joly 28 at 2 
Tatton, Wilbraham, Levenshulme, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
July 10. Kay. Manchester, July 31 at 9.30 
Thompson, Michael Pattinson. Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Accountant, 
Pet July 11. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, July 28 at 12 
Watson, John, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Draper. Pet July 9. Jones. 
Swansea, July 29 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 11, 1873. 
Thomas, Thomas Seymour, Tavistock cresent, Westbourne Park, 
Licensed Victualler. July 2 
Kidd, Francis, Saltburn, Yorkshire, Builder. May1 
Tuespay, July 15, 1873. 
McNulty, Hugh, Prisoner for Debt, London. July 14 
Withey, Thomas Archer, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler, Ju'y 11 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fatway, July 11, 1873. 
Ball, William, Thurlow place, Lower Norwood, Builder. July 25 at 3 
at offices of Apps, South square, Gray’s inn 
Barber, John, High st, Stratford, Cow Keeper. July 24 at | at offices. 
of Sydney, Leadenhall st 
Benton, Samson, and William Andrews, Walsall, Staffordshire, Wood 
Turners. July 31 at 31 at offices of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 
Bilbee, James, Willow walk, Carman, Ju'y 19 at 12 at the Claremont 
Arms, Upper Grange rd, Bermondsey. Bilton, Renfrew rd, Kenning- 
ton lane 
Blake, James, Liverpool, Soap Manafacturer. July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Forshaw and Hawkins, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
Boal, Alexander Blackwood, Halifax, Yorkshire, Boot Manufacturer. 
July 21 at 3 at the White Swan Hotel, Halifax. Longbottom, Halifax 
Booth, William, George Fielding, John Fergus Fielding, and Samuel 
Wood, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinners. July 30 at iL at offices of 
Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Budd, Sidney Charles, Everton, near Liverpool, Draper. July 28 at 2 
at offices of Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liver- 


ol 

oan Thomas, Brighton, Sussex, Architect. July 23 at 11 at 167B, 
North st, Brighton. Stuckey, Brighton 

Chick, Henry George, Princess st, Leicester square, Refreshment house 
Keeper, Jnly 28 at 3at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent 
garden 

Cockayne, Ben Hawkridge, Nottingham, Attorney. July 28 at 12 at 
oftices of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Cohen, Moss, Ely place, Holborn, Importer of French Boots, July 25 at 
3 at offices’of Evans and Co, John st, Bedford row 

Colbron, William Henry, Southampton, Chemist. July 24 at 2 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Andover. Footner and Son, Andover 

Cooper, Heary Robert, Salisbury, Wilts, Builder. July 23 at 8 at office 
of Hili, Endless st, Salisbury 

Dale, Henry, Bramham, Yorkshire, Grocer, July 24 at 12 at the Black. 
Swan Hotel, No:th st, Leeds. Dale, York 

De Vries, Abraham Isaac, Beanmont square, Mile End, Cattle Salesman. 
July 25 at 11 at offices of Pearce and Son, Giltspur st 

Dickman, Andrew Alexander, Tottenham court rd, Cabinet Manufac- 
turer. July 29 at 11 at offices of Daviesand Co, Warwick st, Regent 


street 

Eckersly, John, Manchester, Silk Manufacturer. Aug 6 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hetel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 

Faija, Richard Ferdinand, North Kent Janction, Kent, Fat Refiner. 
July 21 at 11 at otfices of Haigh, King st, Cheapside 

Fox, Anthony Stoddart, Brunswick place, Dalston lane. Estate Agent. 
July 22 at 1 at offices of Radley Brothers, Union court, Old Broad st. 
Reed and Lovell, Basinghall st : 

Hadley, John, jun, Grosvenor park, Camberwell, Commission Agent. 
July 18 at 3 at offices of Ody, Trinity st, Southwark 
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Holden, Jonas, Moston, Manchester, Farmer, July 23 at 11 at office of 
Hodgson, Tih tane, Manchester 

Hornby. Alfred Thorold. Tuxford, Notts, Chemist. July 25 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hote!, We-tfield, Retford. Bescoby, East Retford 

Howarth, Henry Wilson, Denton, Lancashire, Hat Manofactarer. July 
23 at 3 at the King’s Head Hotel, Crown point, Denton. Darnton & 
Bottomley 

Hars:, Sarah. Manchester, Potato Dealer, July 22 at 11 at offices of 
Hodgson, Tid lane, Manchester 

Jobnsen, Thomas, Caistor, Lincoin, Iankeeper. July 21 at 3 at the 
George Inn, Caistor, Haddelsey, G-eat Grimsby 

Johnson, Thomas Garnier, Kever'ev, Yorkshire, Carrier. July 24at 11 
at offices of Nneoherd and Co, Lairgate, Beveriey 

Jones, Lewis Watkn, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Grocer. July 
24 at 3 at offices of Simons and Plews, Charch st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Kirkham, George, salterd, Lancashire. Leather Dealer. July 22 at 3 
at offices of Horner and Son Ridgefi-ld, Manchester. Law, Manchester 

Laker, James, Longtizid, Surrey. Miller. July 28 at 2 at offices of 
Rogers, Gatton rd, Ret Hull. Harrison, Faroival’s ian 

Lakin, John Parkes, ind Thomas Collins, Gas Fiitiogs Manufacturers. 
July 22 at Li at offi-es of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Martin, Stepheu. Manor place, Amhurst rd, Hackney, Builder. July 
28 at 3 at offices ot Foreman and Cooper, Gresham st 

Mason, Thomas, Derby, Lace Mauutac.urer. July 29 at 11 at office of 
Flint, Full ~t, De-by 

McIntyre, William Henry, Liverpool, Oi! Merchant. July 25 at 3 at 
Offices of Gibson ag: Bo'land, South Johan st, Liverpool. Uiden, Liver- 


poo! 

Mitchell, Georze, Twickenham, Geut. Jaly 19 at 3 at 15, Devoashire st, 
Hammersmith. Morris 

Morphect, Frederick Wood, Moorgate st, Accountant. Jaly 21 at 2 at 
offices of Brow», Basinghali st 

Oram, Sama>!, ani Thomas James Whits, Frome, Somersetshire, 
Dealers in Fancy Goods. July 29 at 12 at offices of McJarthy, King 
st, Frome 

Ormersher, John, Ormskirk, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Jaly 25 at 3 at 
Otfices of Weilsby and Hill, Derby st, Ormskirk 

Overs, George, Worcester. statio.er. July 18 at 2 at ofi:es of Allen, 
Sansome plac, Worcester 





Parser, William, Walcot, Lineoinshire. Vietnalier, July 24 at 1! at 


the Bristoi arm: Inn, Seaford. Barton asd Co 
Pead, Thomas Durient, Newgute st, Commission Agent. 
2 at offices or Pianket:. Gutter lane 


Jaly 24 at 


Pearson, James, Birmingham, out of business, Jaly 29 at 3 at offices | Hayes, Joseph, Birmingham, Baker. July 28 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 


of Boraston, Any st, Birming“am 
Phillirs, William, and frederick S'ocombe, Teignmouth, Devonshire, 
uilders, Ju:y 23 at 12 at the Royal Hotel, Teignmoath, Fioud, 
Exeter 


High st, Fosham 

Preston, Alfres, and Charl s Philip Williams, Crutched friars, Wine 
Merchants. Jaly 39 at 2 at 142, Gresham House, O'd Brvad st. 
Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 


ck Perkins, Southsea, Hante, Linen Draper. Jaly 28 
a: 2 at offices of Allen and Edwards,Old Jewry - | 

Rothera, Joseph, B-adfovd, Yorkshire, Grocer. Jaly 28 at 3 at office of 
Hatchins»n, Pic?di Brad‘ord 


Sbeiswell. Frederick, Bi m, Lic:nsed Vietualler. July 22 at 10 
at offices “f East, Col ¢ row, Birmingham 

Stockda'e, Willian, Daringtm, Durham, Leather Dealer. July 25 at 
3 at offices of Hudson and Pybas, High row, Darlington 

Stone, John, Evitu, Kear, Stationer. Juiy 16 at 2 at uttices ot Stopher, 
Coleman st 

Storer, Thomas Richerds, and Thomas Holland, Bond Court House, 
Waeltrook, brass Founders. Juy 21 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. 
Wickens. Pa:mer-ton buildings 

Saisie Phiip, Hesdingiy eum Barley, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Jaly 22 at 3 at offices of Lorner, Kast parade, Leeds 


Bitton, William Daniel, Colchoster, Essex, Tobacconist. July 31 at 4 
at o‘fices of Jones, Batt rd, Colchester 

Blackwell, Thomas, Buckingham, Inaxeeper. July 23 at 10 at the Swan 
and Castle Hotel, Buckingham. Stockton, Banbary 

Bland, John, Bradford, Yorkshire, Auctioneer. Jnly 26 at 10 at office 
Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradtord 

Blezard, Alfred, Thomas Hawkins, and Janes Blezird. Accrington, Lan- 
cashire, Iron Founders. Ju'y 31 at 3 at oifices of Hall, Queen sr, 
Accrington 

Born, Gustavus Edwin, and Henry John Oswald Gaig20, Brabant ct, 
Philpot ‘ane, Mercdants. Ang 8 at }2at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 
st, Chorley and Crawford, Moorgate s* 

Bosomworth, Joha, Church st, Stoce Newington, Chozsemonger. Aug 
4 at 3 at offices of Lewis, Hatton garden, Holborn 

Bradfield, John, Cnappell st, Clerkenwell, urocer. July 29 at 1 at office 
of Briant, Winchester House, Oid Broad st 

Burgoyne, George, Bromyard, Heretordshire, Builder. July 29 atll 
at offices of Knott, Bromyar 

Cartwright. Isaac, Beale st, Wright’s ri, Old Ford, Cabinet . Manufac- 
turer. July 29 at3 at ofiees of Pullen, Cloisters, Temple 

Copsey, George Covtier, Romford, Essex, Upholsterer. July 30 at 2 at 
Ofiices of Povle, Birtholumew close 

Davies, Benjamin, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Oil Merchaat. July 23 
at 11 at offices of Davies and Hartlant, Rutlaod st, Swansea 

Davies, David, Birmingham, Practical Tailor. July 24 at 3.30 at offices 
of Parry, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Davison, George, Sheitieid, ous of business. July 29 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkio, George st, She'ti-ld 

Fowler, Georze, Ledbury rl, Biyswater, Creesamorigar. Aug t at 3 at 
offices of Welinan, Great Georga st, West.ninscer 

Francis, Joha, Swansea, Glamorgeisiics, Grosse. Jaly 2£ ot 12.30 at 
offices of Barnard aud Co, Alvion chamoers, Bristol. Davies & Harte 
land, Swansea 

Freeman, Elizabeth, Kingston-upon-Taames, Baker. July 29 at3 at 
oftives of Sherrard, Lincola’s ina fields 

Gallard Frederick James, Peisoner fur Debt, Maidstone. July 26 at Il 
at offices of Stennivg, Panbridge. Rogers, Tunbridze 

Gilder, John, Halifix, Yorkshire, feasc Dealer. July 23 at 12 at offices 
of Jubb, Baram Tor, Halitax 

Green, Edward, Albany rd, Oid Kent rd, Camberwell, Dairyman. July 
23 at 3 atthe C aremonc Arms, Upnes Geaige td, Berwoudssy. Bile 
ton, Reutrew rd, Kennington lace 

Hadficid, James, jun, She'tivid, Cutlery Mancfacturer. July 23 at 1 at 
otices of A ty, Queen st, Sheffield 


Tenp'e st, Birmingham 


| Hayward, Samuel Henry, Gloacester, Sausa Manufacturer July 31 at 


3 at offices of Jones, Eidos chimbers, Berkcley st, Glowse-ter 


Pimm, Gaiu-, Exsham, Oxford, Grocer. July 25 at 2 at the Swaa Ian ' Hines, Wilbam Steggoid, Lowestoft Saffolk, Fish Merchant. Jaly 29 
m, , Ensham, 0 r. i 3 >} 


at l2 atthe Star Hove’, Great Yarmouth. Diver, Great Yarmouth 


| Hodgainson, Thomas, Hauley, Staffordshire, Commission Agent, July 


19atll at the County Court Oifive, Crcapside, Hsniey. Srevensun, 
Hanle 

Holerofc, William, Warrington. Lancashire, Rope Minafacturer. Jaly 
29 at 3at offices offices uf Tunstall, Masonic chambers, Sankey st, 
Warrington. Ridgway 

Holman, Joseph, Hannington, Northampton, Baker. Jaly 30 at Il at 
oSces of Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 


| Hoit, Walter. All Saints rd, Corawail road, Notting Hill, Jeweller. Aug 


1 at 3 at offices of Macmullen, Westbourne grove, Paddington 


| Howels, Thomas, Broad Hinton rd, Wandsworti rd, Commission Agent, 


Ju'y 29 at 2 at offices of Hand, Coleman st 


| Hoyle, Benjamin, Blackford briige, near Bury, Lancashire, Dyer. 


July 25 at 3 at offices of Lawton, Old Miligate, Manch-ster 
Jones, Thomas Seth, Carditf, Grocer. July 23 at iL at St John’s 
chambers, Cardiff. Morgan 


| Jones, William Saville, Leeds, Glass Dealer. July 23 at 11 at offices of 


Swift, Thomas, Loug s.or0agh, Leice-tershire, Joiner. July 24 at 12 at ; 


ces ot Good, Uattic Ma-ket, Lougnborough 

Thomas, Ower, Bethesds, Carnarvon, Grocer. July 19 at 1 at the 
Prince Asbert tiotei, High st, Bango’. Jones, Conway 

Tucker, Francis Edward, New tfaicham, Sarrey, Oil Seed Crasher. 
Ja’y 18 at 2 at wrfices of Curtis, King st, Cheapside 

Turley, Hugh, Manchester, J r. Juty 24 at IL at office of Sampson, 
&: James’ cianbers, South Kine s, Manchester 

Vales, Tharyps, Liverpool. Merchans. aug 5 at 2 at office of 
Harmond aud 50n, Nori: Johy «t, Liverpool. Lowndes, Liverpool 

Wigley, Artour, Nuttingnam, Yarn Merchant. July 25 at 12 at offices 
uf Beik, High pavement. Nottingham 

Wilkams, David, Raneorn, Cheshire, Grocer. July 23 at 3 at offices of 
Davies and Co, Bewsey chambers, Warrington 

Wiliams, Kovert, Liaaburric, Caraarvon, Lodging-house Keeper. July 
25 at 2 at the Railway Hoe, Banzor. Jones, Menai Bridge 

Williams, Kotert Chapman, Lower Porchester st, Oxford square, 
Greer. Jaly 21 at 2 at offices of Browne and Co, Old Jewry. 
Alderion, Edgware sd 

Wiliis, Augastus, Bockiand, Hauts, Dairyman. July 28 at 11 at offices 
A Wainren, Union st. Porteen. Harvey, Landport 

Wilmore, alfred. Worcester, cut of business. Jaly 22 at 11 at offices of 
Stallard, Vierpoins , Worcester 

Winn, John, Gainsborough, Lincolnshire, Tailor, July 25 at 12 at the 

phant Hotel, Dorcaster. Oidman and Iveson, Gainsboronch 

Wootward, Tnomas, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. July 23 at 3 at 

ices A Trex, Sansome st. Worce-ter 
Toesvat, July 15, 1673. 

Abitoit, Join, Bloomfield st, Commission Agent. July 25 at 2 at office 
Of Barnett, New Broad 

Allértt, Mary, Kagciey, Staffordshire, lankeeper. Jaly 21 at 12 at the 
Taltt Ino, iugeley. Gardner, Kageley 

Alien, Steyuen Kh chard, Pembroke Deck, Pembrokeshire, Ship Builder. 
July Zi at 11 a: offices of Price, Dew wt, Haverfordwest 

Butvers, Kichart, trdesr, Yornsiure, Watewmaker. Jaly 30 at 3 at 
Sheers A Das, Coristchurch passage, Birmingham 

Eines, Apert, ana EAwin Greenwood, Oxeahope, Yorkshire, Worsted 
Syinners. juy 25 at 2 at offices of Kobinson and Robioson, North ot, 





Ward and Son, Bank st, Leeds 

Larcombe, Catherine, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jaly 26 at3at 
28, Goat st, Swansea, Essery and Glascodine, Swansea 

Layton, Edward Aagustus, Upto)-cun-Chalvey, Bucks, Coal Mer- 
chant. July 26 at 3 at tue Crown Hotel, siough. Cnarsley, Slough 

Lioyd, Thomas, Mold, Flint. Grocer. July 29 at 1 30 at oifice uf Roose 
and Price, North John st, Liverpool. Evans and Lockett, Liverpool 


| Lockwood, John Wuliam, Leeds, Grecer, July 24 at 11 at offices of 


Booth and Co, East parade, Leeds 

Lovell, William, Ty:nawr, Montgomery, Farm2r, Jaly 25 at 12 at 
offices of Harris and Son, Welshpool 

McMeel, James, Bristol, Grocer. July 25 at 11 at offices of Henderson 
and Co, Broad st Bristol 

Mills, Thomas, Kadcliffe, Lancashire, out of business, July 25 at 3 at 
Offices of Watson, Broad st. Bary 

Millsoz, Willam, Whaley bridge, Cheshire, Boot Maker, July 28 at 2 at 
ofie: of Gardner and Horner, Croesst, Manchester 

Morgan, Enoch, Quaker’s yard, nesr Pontypridd, Glamorganshire, 
Inukeeper, July 24 at 1 at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Morton, Andrew, Rock ferry, Cheshire, out of business, July 26 at Sat 
offices of Nordon, Bridge #t row East, Chester 

Northmore, Jonun, and John Rextorad Northmore, Piymouth, Devon 
shire, Sail Makers. July 26 at li at offices of Greeaway and Adams, 
Frankford st, Plymeuth 

Oatfield, Ih mas, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler, July %6 
at I1 at officies of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Robinson, Henry, Liverpool, Chemist, July 40 at 3 at offices of Barrell 
and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 

Robinsoo, William, Tarpoley, Cheshire, Brewer. Aug 5 at 3 at the 
Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Town. Cooke 

Schiarb, Henry Peter, Margaret terrace, Paddington Green, Oilman. 
July 29 at 2 at offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 

Shaw, John, Accrington, Lancashire, Grocer, July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Leigh and Elils, Arcade, King st, Wigan 

Simpson, Edmund, Leicester, Provision Dealer, Jaly 29 at 12 at office 
of Harvey, Pocklington’s walk, Leleester 

Smetharst, George, Caterham, Surrey, Builder, Jaly 25 at 12 at the 
Greyhound Hotel, High st, Croydon. Reed and Lovell, Basinghail 8: 

Smith, David, Wilsden, near Bingley, Yorkshire, Joiner. Aug) at2 st 
offices of Kobinsun and Kobinson, North st, Keighley 
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Starling, Joseph, Ryde, Isle of Wight, out of business. July 30 at 11 at 
offices of Urry, Ryde 

Stone, 9 aa Kent, Stationer. July 25 at 2 at offices of Stopher, 

leman § 

Pama Edward Hamilton, Margate, Ken’, Hotel Manager. Aug 6 
at 2 at the Guildhall Coffe house, Gresham st. Treherne and 
Wolferstan, Ramsgate 
hornley, James, Boiton, Lancashire, Tailor, July $0 at 3 at offices of 
Gooden, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Thorton, Anthony, Batley Carr, Yorkshire, Grocer, July 29 at 10.30 

T at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Thurley, Benry James, Pennington st, Old Gravel lane, Undertaker. 
July 30 at 10 at offices of Dobson, Southampton buildings 

Tipper, George, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Draper. July 17 at 11 at offices 
of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Turner, Elijah, Dewsbury, York, Tailor, July 28 at 3 at the Royal 
Hotel, Dewsbury. Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Turver, Henry, Widmore, Kent, Butcher. July 21 at 3 at offices of 
Martin and Co, Cannon st 

Victor. Albini, Manchester, Tailor. July 3) at 3 at offices of Atkinson 
and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Wood, William, and Lawrence Hall, Liverpool, Leather Dealers. July 
25 at 12 at the Star and Garter Hotel, St John’s lane, Liverpool. 
Charoley, Preston 

Woods, George, Cardiff. Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 7 at 11 at offices 
of Cory, Church st, Cardiff 

Yerward, Levi, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Builder, July 23 at il at 
the Townhall, Carmarthen. Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

York, Joseph, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Printer. July 24 at 3 at 
offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Young. James, Goole, Yorkshire, Joiner. July 43 at 12.30 at the North 
Eastern Hotel, Goole. Rawson and Ce 

Young, Samuel, Charles Yonng, and Joseph Henry Young. Yeovil, 
Somersetshire, Glove Manufacturers. July 35 at 3 at the Mermaid 
Hotel, Yeovil. Davies, Sherburne 


| [ad al and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs. Vewrom, Butt, & Coores’s Monthly Register. contain- 
ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 
Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments generally, 
may be had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owners 
having properties for disposal are invited to send fall particulars tothe 
Auctions and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbary, E.C. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Resideaces, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, $0, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Partieulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


XECUOTORS and TRUSTEES, haying SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, Cnina, Glass, Paintings, 
Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &c., &c., 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the “‘ West-end Auction Mart” tha beat 
medium for realising, it being centraliy situated, aad replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales, 
Valuations made for ali parposes.—W. Hicxinsorgau & Sows, Pro- 
rietors, 8 and 9, Upper st. Martin’s-laae, W.C. 


O BE SOLD, 2 VALUABLE FREEHOLD 
ESTATE in a ring f:nce, and five minutes from a railway station 
consisting of 434 acres, witha fine mansiva, gardens and pirk, the 
whole tythe-free, well adaptad for the residence of a gentleman of 
fortune engaged in London, or presenting a very valuable field for 
speculation to a first-class balding society. Great facilities aforded 
for the payment of the parchas2-money.—In aire of D. Keaxa, Esq., 














, 25, Lincoln’s-inn- fields, London W.C. 





ALVERBN COLLEG E. 
President and Visitor.—The LORD BISHOP of WORCESTER. 
Head Master.—The Rev. ARTHUR FABER, M.A., late Fellow and 
Tutor of New College, Oxtord, 

There are TWO DEPARTMENTS—the CLASSICAL and the 
MODERN. Pupils are trained for the Universities, the Civil and 
Military Examinations, and the Professions. 

There isa LOWER SCHOOL preparatory to either Department, a 
Gymnasium, &c. 

There are Five Boarding Houses within the College Grounds, occupied 
by the Head Master and four of his resident staff. 

Board and Tuition under 14, £80; over 14, £90. For non-Share- 
holders an extra fee of £6. Special advantages fur Sons of Clergymen 
and Home Boarders, 

Annual Examination for SCHOLARSHIPS (including at least two of 
£80 per annum) in December. 

For further iuformation, apply to the Head Master, 

The next Term will begin on Friday, September 19th, 


R EN T COLL EG E 
Post Town, NOTTINGHAM.—Station, TRENT. 


Head-Master—Rav. T. F. FENN, M.A., Trin. Coll. Cambridge. 
Terms for Board and Tuition, £40 a year. 


In December last 27 Boys passed the Local Examination of the Univer- 
sity of Canbridge, of whom 7 gained Honours, and 4 were specially 
distinguished ; 10 had previously passed the Oxford Local, 


Boys from Trent have passed the Examinations of the Royal Collece 
of Surgeons, the Incorporated Law Society, and the Royal Pharma- 
Feng Society, and have taken good places at the older Public 

ools, 

Every Boy as he risesin the school is prepared for the Cambridge 
Local Examination. There are special Classes—Classical fer Boys com- 
peting for Entrance Scholarships at the great Schools; and English and 
Commercial for Boys intended fpr business. There isa good Cricket- 
ground of above 8 acres, giving a good Wicket for every Boy. Swim- 
ming Lessons are given all the year round, either in the tepid indoor 
Bath, or in the large oatdoor one. “ Everything that can contribute to 
the health and comfort of the Boys is provided unsparingly.”—Repo:t 
of Cambridge Syndicate. 

The next half year begins August 25th, 








LASGOW AND THE HIGHLANDS.—ROYAL 
ROUTE via CRINAN and CALEDONIAN CANALS, by Royal 

Mail Steamer IONA from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, at 7 a.m., and from 
‘GREENOCK at 9 a.m,, conveying Passengers on, from Oban, Fort 
William, and Inverness. For sailings to Gairlock, Rosshire (for Loch- 
Maree), Staffa, Iona, Glencoe, Mull, Skye, Lewis. and Weat Highlands, 
see bill with map and tourist fares free at J. CAMDEN HOTTEN’S, 
Bookselier, 74, Piccadilly, London, or by post on application to DAVID 

HUTCNESON & CO., 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. 

ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 
Dinners (from the joint) vegetables, &c., 1s, 6d., or with Soup 

“Or Fish, 2a, and 2s. 6d. “If I desire a substantial dinner off the joint 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
feet. 1 know only of one house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
no. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
With half a bottie for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 





Tho new Hall lately added Is one of the handsomest dining-reoms in 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetabies, &c., la, 6d, 








Periodical Sales. : 
Me. MARSH begs to announce that his PERTO- 
DICAL SALES (established in 1343) for the Disposal of Rever- 
sions, Absviute and Contingent, Life Interests and Aaauities, Policies of 
Life Assurance, Shares in all public undertakings, Advowsons and next 
presentations, manorial rights, and tithe rent charzes, are APPOINTED 
to TAKE PLACE on the first Thursday in each month throaghout the 


mt year, as under :— 
July 7th. Sept. 4th. Nov. 6th, 
Aug. 3rd. Uct. 24. Dec. 4th. 

Also that the following days are appropriated during tne preseat year 
for the sale of Freehold Estates, towr or country Mansions, Coprhold 
and Leasehold Properties, suburban and town Residences, Freehol 
and Leasehold Ground-rents, and every description of real property :—~ 

Jaly 10th, i7th, 24th, and 31st. October !6th and 23rd. 

August Lith, and 2ist. November 20th and 27th, 

September 8th and 25th. December !1th and 1sth. 

Auction, land and estave agency o‘Tices, 54, Cannua-street, E.C. 





City of London.—Freehold Property, occupying about 6,200 square feet, 
abutting on premises occupied by soms ofthe most eminent mercantile 
firms in the City. : 

N ESSRS. GADSDEN, ELLIS & Co. are instructed 

by the Trustees of the late Thomas Dobson, Esq., to SELL by 

AUCTION, at the MART, Totevhouse-yard, on TUESDAY,JULY 29, 

at TWO o'clock precisely, the very extensive FREEHOLD PREMISES, 

147 and 143, Leadenhall-street, close to Cornhill and Graeechareh- 

street, occupying the unusually large area of about 6,200 square feet, 

and being adjacent to property in the o-cupation ef the most eminent 
firms in {the City, Possession of the greater part may be had at Caris® 

Mas, and of the whole at Lady-day next. It is estimated that dy recon- 

struction a rental of upwards of £3,009 per annum will be obtained, or 

as asite for the erectier of first-class mercantile premises, a ground 
rent of upwards of £2,000 may be readily secured. 
Particulars and plans may be obtained of 
Messrs, FISHER & FISHER, solicitors, 38, Leadenhall-street ; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. GADSDEN, ELLIS & C.., l8, Old 
Broad atreet, City. 





In Chancery. —Simp<on v. Munoey.—Feehold Hense, Cottage, Stabling 
and Building Land, at Starch-green, and a sound long Leasehold 


Investment at Kilbarn. 
Me GEORGE RICH CLUNN, of the firm of 


Wallen and Ciunn (the persoa appointed by the judge), will 
SELL by AUCTION, pursuant to an order of the High Court of 
Chancery, made in the above cause, and with the aporodation of the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Maties, the judge to whose court seach 
cause is attached, at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 14, at ONE for TWO precisely, in Two Lots, a 
FREEHOLD ESTATE, situate at Starch-green, Hammersmith (free of 
lund-tax), about ten minutes’ walk from the Shepherd’s-bush station of 
the Metropolitan system, affording constant comaranicatioan with the 
City and West-end, comprising a drick-built dwelling house, with 
extensive outbuildings, ¢ ttage, with shop, stadlinz, gacden, lawa and 
drying ground, the whole having frontages of 215K. on Starch-greea 
road, and 287ft. on an old bridleway, and deing well adapted either for 
subdivision of the whole into building plots, or the present house might 
be retained, and the surplus land utilised for buildmg. Alsoa sound 
} L hold I t t, isting of a capital hoave and shop, No, 
17, Salisbury: terrace, Edgwa re-road, Kilburn, at the corner of Broades- 
bury-read. Let on lease at £110 per annum, and held direct frem the 
Keolesiastical Commissioners for about 85 yeaas at #15 per annum, 
Particulars of 
WM. SHEARMAN, Eaq,, Solicitor, 13, Lite Tower-street, B.C. ; of 
J. Q@, SHEARMAN, Eog., Solicitor, 10, Gresham-atrees, B.C. ; of 
R. H, PEARPOINT, Eng,, Solicitor, 50, Leicester-aquare, W.C. ; of 
F. ROBINSON, E.q,, 36, Jermyn-street, St James's, SW, ; 
at the Mart; at the principal taverns at Staroh-greea; and ef Mesera, 
brieang 8 and CLUNN, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 155, Loadeahall- 
street, &.0, 











ORE Dt aT ERE GTR E a 


SI as a ete Ne 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, July 19, 1873. 








RIO 


TINTO COMPANY 


(LIMITED). 





ISSUE OF £2,000,000 OF SHARES, IN 200,000 OF £10 EACH. 





The SUBSCRIPTION LIST for the above Shares will CLOSE on MONDAY, the 21st inst., for London; and 


on TUESDAY, the 22nd, for the Country.—By order, 
No. 17, Cornhill, London, E.C., July 17, 1873. 


ROBT. M. MOIR, Secretary pro tem. 








Now ready, 
CRACROFT’S INVESTMENT TRAOTS. 


MERICAN RAILWAYS as INVESTMENTS 


By Rosert GIFFEN. 
London: Epwasp Sranrorpb, Charing- cross. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARK CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL | 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


tationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, Londen, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn) 





Third Edition, 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ and SOLICITORS’ 
MEMORANDUM BOOK of PURCHASES and SALES, with 
CALCULATIONS Adapted tc Every Investment. An additional por- 
tion especially adapted for the Legal Profession,containing Forms of 
Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held ; 
Mortgages, Held and Effected; Insurances; Bills and Promissory 
Notes ; Moneys Advanced or Borrowed. 

**The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition.’ 

Second Edition, 

(BACROFT S “*CONSOLS CHART,” showing the 
_/ Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Present Time, with the | 
Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Debt of Great Britain; 
the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabulated State- | 
ment of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. | 

** Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is | 
clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 
London: Epwarp Stanvorp, Charing-cross. 
BEXNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austi--friars, E.C 


| 








Just published, royal 8vo, cloth, lettered, 5s.; paper covers, 4s. 
WITH THE SANCTION OF THE REGISTRAR-GENERAL, 


DIGEST OF THE ENGLISH CENSUS OF 1871. 


Compiled from the Official Returns and edited by James Lewis (of 
the Registrar-General’s Department, Somers-t House). Dedicated 
by permission to the President, Vice-Presidents, and Council of the 
Statistical Society of London. 


** A comprehensive Digest, which in the compass of about 200 octavo 
pages, contains all the leading features of the officiai folios. . . . Mr. 
Lewis, who has himself taken an important part in the preparation of 
the folios, is particularity well qualified for the task which he has 
achieved. He has written an introduction which is, in fact, a Report on 
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